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SUMMARY  AND  RECOMMENDATIONS 
OF  THE  HEARING  OFFICER 

INTRODUCTION 


On  March  11,  1992  in  Boone,  North  Carolina,  a  public  hearing 
was  held  on  proposals  to  reclassify  Boone  Fork  and  portions  of 
Old  Field  Creek  and  the  South  Fork  New  and  New  Rivers.  These 
proposals  were  distinct  reclassification  cases  for  which  one 
public  hearing  was  held  for  purposes  of  efficiency  and  cost 
effectiveness.  Each  of  the  reclassification  cases  are  addressed 
individually  in  this  summary.  An  overview  to  surface  water 
quality  classifications  can  be  found  on  pages  10  and  11  of  this 
report . 


BOONE  FORK 


Summary 

In  1989,  the  Division  of  Environmental  Management  (DEM) 
received  a  request  from  the  Wildlife  Resources  Commission  (WRC) 
to  consider  Boone  Fork  and  the  upper  Watauga  River  for 
designation  as  Outstanding  Resource  Waters.  DEM  surveyed  the 
water  quality  of  the  Watauga  River  Basin  (which  includes  Boone 
Fork)  and  determined  that  the  entirety  of  the  Watauga  River  and 
Boone  Fork  (including  all  of  its  tributaries)  warrant  the 
assignment  of  an  Excellent  water  quality  rating.  Based  on  these 
results  and  the  WRC's  designation  of  Boone  Fork  as  Native  Trout 
waters,  the  Watauga  River  and  Boone  Fork  were  classified  as  High 
Quality  Waters  effective  August  1,  1990.  Subsequent  to  the 
definition  of  the  river  basin's  water  quality  characteristics, 
examination  of  resource  values  was  needed  before  a  determination 
on  the  requested  ORW  designation  could  be  made. 

Further  evaluation  of  the  Watauga  River  basin  indicated  that 
there  are  clear  resource  values  associated  with  Boone  Fork.  A 
large  portion  of  the  Boone  Fork  watershed  is  contained  within  the 
Julian  Price  Memorial  Park  and  Blue  Ridge  Parkway  lands.  And,  as 
mentioned  above,  these  waters  were  designated  as  Native  Trout  by 
the  WRC.  (Under  the  WRC's  most  current  regulations,  most  of 
Boone  Fork  is  listed  as  Catch  and  Release/Artificial  Flies  Only 
Wild  Trout  Waters.)  The  only  potential  resource  that  could  be 
associated  with  the  Watauga  River  is  its  recreational  value. 

Based  on  the  combined  evaluation  of  water  quality  and  resource 
values,  Boone  Fork  and  its  tributaries  were  formally  proposed  for 
ORW  designation.  It  was  not  recommended  that  the  Watauga  River 
be  formally  proposed  for  classification  as  ORW  since  its 
recreational  use  was  not  considered  to  be  of  an  unusually  high 
level . 
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Public  Hearing  Process/Comments  Received 


On  March  17,  1992  a  public  hearing  was  held  on  the  proposed 
reclassification  of  Boone  Fork,  as  well  as  Old  Field  Creek,  and 
the  New  and  lower  South  Fork  New  Rivers.  In  this  section,  verbal 
and  written  comments  received  that  addressed  the  ORW  designation 
of  Boone  Fork  will  be  summarized.  The  hearing  was  attended  by 
forty-four  individuals.  Three  of  the  eleven  verbal  comments 
presented  addressed  the  Boone  Fork  reclassification  case.  Two  of 
these  expressed  support  for  the  proposal .  The  remaining  comment 
was  made  by  an  individual  who  owns  land  near  the  mouth  of  the 
creek.  He  expressed  concerns  about  the  stormwater  controls  that 
would  be  applied  in  association  with  the  protective  designation. 

Three  letters  that  provided  written  comments  on  the  Boone 
Fork  reclassification  were  received.  All  expressed  support  for 
the  proposal. 

Recommendation 


Based  on  water  quality  and  resource  data,  comments  received, 
and  consideration  of  the  relevant  issues,  the  Hearing  Officer  and 
Director  recommend  the  reclassification  of  Boone  Fork  from  its 
source  to  the  Watauga  River  including  all  tributaries  from 
Classes  C  Tr  HQW  and  C  HQW  to  Classes  C  Tr  ORW  and  C  ORW.  This 
recommendation,  as  previously  indicated,  is  based  on  Excellent 
water  quality  ratings,  the  location  of  the  stream  within  the 
Julian  Price  Memorial  Park  and  Blue  Ridge  Parkway  lands,  and 
designation  of  these  waters  as  Catch  and  Release/Artificial  Flies 
Only  Wild  Trout  Waters  by  WRC . 

The  specific  recommended  amendment  to  the  Schedule  of 
Classifications  for  the  Watauga  River  Basin  (15A  NCAC  2B  .0305) 
can  be  found  on  page  S-13  of  this  report.’ 

In  making  these  recommendations,  the  Hearing  Officer  and 
Director  have  considered  the  requirements  of  General  Statute 
143-214 . 1 (d) .  In  particular,  the  chemical/physical/biological 
properties,  character  of  the  watershed  and  bordering  areas, 
economic  considerations,  and  past/present /future  uses  of  the 
Boone  Fork  watershed  have  been  considered.  In  taking  this 
action,  rule  15A  NCAC  2B  .0305,  which  references  the  Schedule  of 
Classifications  for  the  Watauga  River  Basin,  will  show  that  the 
EMC  has  revised  the  schedule. 
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OLD  FIELD  CREEK 


Summary 

In  response  to  a  request  to  consider  the  New  and  South  Fork 
New  Rivers  (and  other  miscellaneous  streams  in  the  basin)  for  ORW 
designation,  DEM  undertook  a  comprehensive  water  quality 
investigation  of  the  entire  New  River  Basin.  The  only  surveyed 
tributary  in  the  basin  that  received  an  Excellent  biological 
classification  is  the  lower  portion  of  Old  Field  Creek  and  its 
tributary  West  Prong  Old  Field  Creek  (also  known  as  Call  Creek) . 
Analysis  of  possible  associated  resources  revealed  that  within 
Old  Field  Creek,  and  its  tributary,  exists  a  reproducing 
population  of  brook  trout.  This  trout  species.  North  Carolina's 
only  native  salmonid,  is  becoming  more  and  more  rare  due  to 
habitat  degradation  and  competition  from  other  species.  The  WRC 
is  currently  investing  in  extensive  research  to  determine  whether 
or  not  there  is  a  genetic  strain  of  brook  trout  specific  to  the 
Appalachian  area.  The  WRC  is  also  engaged  in  activities  for  the 
species'  protection.  A  reproducing  population  (such  as  that 
found  in  Old  Field  Creek)  is  considered  to  be  very  valuable. 

Based  on  the  identified  Excellent  water  quality  and  the 
existence  of  a  viable,  naturally  reproducing  population  of  brook 
trout.  West  Prong  Old  Field  Creek  and  lower  Old  Field  Creek  were 
formally  proposed  for  ORW  designation.  Because  Old  Field  Creek 
upstream  of  West  Prong  Old  Field  Creek  did  not  receive  an 
Excellent  water  quality  rating,  it  does  not  qualify  for  ORW 
designation.  However,  the  proposed  reclassification  included  the 
application  of  the  management  strategy  used  for  freshwater  ORWs 
to  these  upstream  waters  in  order  to  protect  the  excellent  water 
quality  and  outstanding  resources  downstream. 

Public  Hearing  Process/Comments  Received 


On  March  17,  1992  a  public  hearing  was  held  on  the  proposed 
reclassification  of  Old  Field  Creek,  as  well  as  Boone  Fork  and 
the  New  and  lower  South  Fork  New  Rivers.  In  this  section,  verbal 
and  written  comments  received  that  addressed  the  ORW  designation 
of  Old  Field  Creek  will  be  summarized.  The  hearing  was  attended 
by  forty-four  individuals.  None  of  the  verbal  comments  presented 
addressed  the  Old  Field  Creek  reclassification  case. 

Three  letters  that  provided  written  comments  on  the  Old 
Field  Creek  reclassification  were  received.  All  expressed 
support  for  the  proposal. 
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Recommendation 


Based  on  water  quality  and  resource  data,  comments  received, 
and  consideration  of  the  relevant  issues,  the  Hearing  Officer  and 
Director  recommend  the  reclassification  of  Old  Field  Creek  from 
the  confluence  of  West  Prong  Old  Field  Creek  to  the  South  Fork 
New  River  and  West  Prong  Old  Field  Creek  from  its  source  to  Old 
Field  Creek  from  Class  WS-IV  Tr  to  Class  WS-IV  Tr  ORW.  This 
recommendation,  as  previously  indicated,  is  based  on  Excellent 
water  quality  ratings  and  a  viable,  naturally  reproducing 
population  of  brook  trout.  In  addition,  it  is  recommended  that 
the  management  strategy  associated  with  freshwater  ORWs  be 
applied  to  Old  Field  Creek  from  its  source  to  West  Prong  Old 
Field  Creek  in  order  to  protect  downstream  water  quality  and 
resources . 

The  specific  recommended  amendment  to  the  Schedule  of 
Classifications  for  the  New  River  Basin  (15A  NCAC  2B  .0307) 
begins  on  page  S-14  of  this  report.  The  listing  for  Old  Field 
Creek  is  on  page  S-17. 

In  making  these  recommendations,  the  Hearing  Officer  and 
Director  have  considered  the  requirements  of  General  Statute 
143-214 . 1 (d) .  In  particular,  the  chemical/physical/biological 
properties,  character  of  the  watershed  and  bordering  areas, 
economic  considerations,  and  past /present/future  uses  of  the  Old 
Field  Creek  watershed  have  been  considered.  In  taking  this 
action,  rule  15A  NCAC  2B  .0307,  which  references  the  Schedule  of 
Classifications  for  the  New  River  Basin,  will  show  that  the  EMC 
has  revised  the  schedule. 


SOUTH  FORK  NEW  AND  NEW  RIVERS 


Summary 

In  1989,  the  National  Committee  for  the  New  River  nominated 
the  entire  South  Fork  New  and  New  River  for  ORW  designation. 
Subsequent  to  this  nomination  and  the  receipt  of  other  ORW 
requests  for  some  tributaries  of  the  North  Fork  New  River,  DEM 
began  a  water  quality  survey  of  the  entire  New  River  Basin. 

Early  results  indicated  that  the  entire  New  River  in  North 
Carolina  and  the  South  Fork  New  River  from  Elk  Creek  to  the  New 
River  warranted  the  assignment  of  an  Excellent  water  quality 
rating.  These  waters  were  therefore  classified  as  HQW  effective 
August  1,  1990.  However,  further  examination  of  water  quality 
and  resource  characteristics  was  necessary  prior  to  making  a 
determination  on  the  ORW  request. 

The  New  and  the  lower  South  Fork  New  Rivers  are 
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characterized  by  a  variety  of  water-based  resources.  These 
include  smallmouth  bass  and  rock  bass  fisheries,  recreation  in 
the  form  of  canoeing  and  swimming,  being  a  part  of  the  New  River 
State  Park,  and  being  designated  as  a  Natural  and  Scenic  River 
from  Dog  Creek  downstream  to  the  Virginia  state  line  by  the  North 
Carolina  General  Assembly  in  1976.  Based  on  the  documented 
Excellent  water  quality  and  the  existence  of  these  resources,  the 
South  Fork  New  River  from  Dog  Creek  to  the  New  River  and  all  of 
the  New  River  in  North  Carolina  (from  the  confluence  of  the  North 
and  South  Fork  New  Rivers  to  the  Virginia  state  line) ,  was 
formally  proposed  for  ORW  designation.  This  portion  of  the  river 
that  received  an  Excellent  water  quality  rating  was  chosen  for 
proposal  as  ORW  since  clearly  identifiable  resources  (Natural  and 
Scenic  designation  and  association  with  the  New  River  State  Park) 
are  concentrated  from  Dog  Creek  downstream. 

Having  the  downstream  portion  of  a  relatively  large 
watershed  qualify  for  the  supplemental  ORW  classification 
presented  a  unique  situation  for  water  quality  management.  Prior 
to  this  case,  the  ORW  classification  was  applied  to  whole 
watersheds  or  headwater  areas  that  qualified  for  the 
classification.  ORW  protection  was  applied  throughout  the  basin; 
to  all  of  the  waters  and  to  all  of  the  lands  draining  to  those 
waters.  The  lower  South  Fork  New  clearly  qualifies  for  ORW 
classification  but  the  headwater  areas  are  impacted  by  point  and 
nonpoint  sources  of  pollution  to  the  extent  that  an  Excellent 
water  quality  rating  was  not  achieved.  Therefore,  a  unique 
management  strategy  for  point  source  discharges,  to  be  applied  to 
upstream  waters,  was  developed  using  the  HQW  discharge 
limitations  as  a  framework.  The  strategy  developed  and  proposed 
as  part  of  this  reclassification  is  detailed  on  pages  13-15 
within  the  Public  Information  Package  produced  for  this  proposal. 
In  addition,  instead  of  applying  the  stormwater  controls  for 
freshwater  ORWs  to  the  entire  river  basin  as  has  been  done 
previously,  it  was  proposed  that  these  controls  be  applied  within 
one  mile  and  draining  to  the  designated  ORW.  This  essentially 
maintains  the  controls  currently  in  effect  because  of  the 
existing  HQW  classification. 

Public  Hearing  Process/Comments  Received 

On  March  17,  1992  a  public  hearing  was  held  on  the  proposed 
reclassification  of  the  lower  South  Fork  New  and  New  Rivers,  as 
well  as  Old  Field  Creek  and  Boone  Fork.  In  this  section,  verbal 
and  written  comments  received  that  addressed  the  ORW  designation 
of  the  lower  South  Fork  New  and  New  Rivers  will  be  summarized. 

The  hearing  was  attended  by  forty-four  individuals.  The  majority 
of  the  verbal  comments  received  addressed  the  South  Fork  New  and 
New  Rivers  reclassification,  at  least  in  part. 

The  nine  verbal  comments  that  were  received  on  this  proposed 
reclassification  can  be  easily  split  into  two  groups:  those 
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favoring  the  reclassification  and  those  from  residents  of 
Alleghany  County  expressing  concern  about  the  stormwater  controls 
associated  with  the  ORW  classification.  A  number  of  individuals 
in  Alleghany  County  were  concerned  about  the  implications  of  the 
ORW  designation  of  the  New  River.  Consequently,  DEM  staff  made  a 
special  presentation  about  the  proposed  reclassification  (prior 
to  the  hearing  date)  to  the  Alleghany  County  Commissioners  at  one 
of  their  regular  meetings.  This  meeting  was  also  attended  by 
interested  citizens.  The  part  of  the  proposal  in  which  the 
audience  was  most  interested  related  to  the  stormwater  controls. 
These  controls  have  been  in  place  since  mid-1990  as  a  result  of 
HQW  designation.  The  ORW  proposal  did  not  recommend  a  change  to 
the  stormwater  controls  currently  in  place. 

Two  petitions  and  forty  letters  were  received  during  the  30- 
day  public  comment  period  following  the  public  hearing.  The 
overwhelming  majority  of  these  comments  (thirty-five)  expressed 
support  for  the  proposed  reclassification  and  the  management 
strategy  associated  with  it.  All  comments  received  are  included 
in  this  report  beginning  on  page  48. 

Some  of  the  written  statements  received  presented  particular 
concerns  about  the  unique  management  strategy  proposed  in 
association  with  this  reclassification.  In  the  following  section 
staff  provide  responses  to  these  concerns. 


Comment:  There  is  no  need  for  stricter  discharge  requirements  in 

upstream  waters.  Enforcement  of  standards  currently  in 
effect  is  sufficient  to  protect  downstream  water 
quality . 

Response:  Controlling  direct  wastewater  discharges  to  surface 

waters  is  one  of  OEM's  primary  methods  of  water  quality 
management.  Under  the  management  strategy  proposed  for 
New  and  South  Fork  New  River  reclassification,  new  and 
expanded  wastewater  discharges  upstream  of  the  waters 
classified  ORW  would  be  required  to  meet  stringent 
effluent  limitations  (see  the  following  section 
entitled  ' Implications  of  the  Recommended 
Reclassifications'  for  details) .  In  the  headwaters  of 
the  South  Fork  New  River  drainage  area  there  are 
numerous  permitted  wastewater  discharges  whose  effluent 
contributions  are  affecting  water  quality  in  this 
basin.  Currently,  recovery  in  downstream  waters  is 
sufficient  for  the  attainment  of  an  Excellent  water 
quality  rating.  However,  allowing  the  addition  of  new 
discharges  and  allowing  existing  discharges  to  increase 
their  contributions  will  likely  add  stress  to  the 
system  and  may  impact  water  quality  in  the  immediate 
receiving  waters  and  downstream.  Requiring  such 
additional  contributors  to  provide  "cleaner"  effluent 
will  limit  additional  water  quality  impacts  without 
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Comment : 


Response : 


Comment : 


Response : 


Comment : 


Response : 


precluding  discharges  to  surface  waters  as  a  method  of 
waste  disposal  and  without  significantly  affecting 
growth  in  the  area. 

The  additional  requirements  for  new  and  expanded 
wastewater  discharges  upstream  of  the  designated  ORW 
will  significantly  increase  the  cost  of  treatment. 

This  is  an  unfair  burden  for  local  communities  in 
upstream  areas. 

Meeting  more  stringent  effluent  limitations  can 
increase  costs  associated  with  wastewater  treatment. 
These  additional  costs  are  necessary  to  provide  higher 
quality  effluent.  Who  bears  the  burden  of  these  costs 
depends  upon  whose  waste  the  facility  treats.  If  it  is 
an  industrial  wastewater  facility,  the  company  is 
responsible.  In  the  case  of  regional  municipal 
facilities,  the  local  citizens  whose  domestic  waste  is 
transported  to  the  facility  may  ultimately  bear  the 
costs . 

In  accordance  with  federal  and  state  law,  protecting 
existing  uses  and  the  water  quality  to  maintain  such 
uses  is  a  primary  requirement  of  the  federal  and  state 
antidegradation  policy  (15A  NCAC  2B.0201).  Degradation 
of  water  quality  below  that  necessary  to  maintain 
existing  and  anticipated  uses  shall  not  be  allowed.  In 
order  to  achieve  this  goal,  sources  of  pollution  may  be 
required  to  provide  additional  treatment  to  protect 
downstream  water  quality  and  designated  uses. 

The  provision  requiring  that  no  more  than  50% 
wastewater  be  present  in  the  ORW  segment  will  limit 
growth  in  upstream  communities. 

Currently  the  total  volume  of  wastewater  in  the  South 
Fork  New  River  at  Dog  Creek  (the  upstream  boundary  for 
the  proposed  ORW  segment)  is  6.4%.  This  indicates  that 
much  growth  in  upstream  communities  is  possible  before 
the  50%  cap  is  reached.  A  staff  assessment  of 
cumulative  instream  waste  concentration  in  the  New 
River  basin  is  included  in  this  report  on  page  165. 

The  standards  for  chronic  toxicity  and  specific 
chemical  parameters  to  be  applied  at  the  ORW  segment 
are  arbitrary. 

These  provisions  (applying  standards  for  chronic 
toxicity  and  specific  chemicals  at  the  ORW  segment) 
were  developed  as  a  safety  factor  to  insure  the 
protection  of  the  ORW  waters.  They  are  based  on  the 
consensus  best  professional  judgement  of  staff  of  the 
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Water  Quality  Section.  In  addition,  this  managenient 
strategy  is  based  on  an  approved,  workable  strategy 
which  has  already  been  implemented  for  numerous 
waterbodies  which  have  been  classified  as  HQW.  In 
their  application,  it  is  likely  that  most  limitations 
for  chronic  toxicity  and  specific  chemicals  will  be 
assigned  based  on  the  characteristics  of  the  point  of 
discharge.  However,  if  the  potential  for  the  effluent 
to  impact  the  designated  ORW  is  greater  (either  because 
of  the  facility's  proximity  to  the  ORW  segment  or  its 
size),  more  restrictive  limits  may  be  applied.  This 
type  of  protection  strategy  for  discharges  of  complex 
wastewater  is  logical  and  practicable. 


Recommendation 


Based  on  water  quality  and  resource  data,  comments  received, 
and  consideration  of  the  relevant  issues,  the  Hearing  Officer  and 
Director  recomjnend  the  reclassification  of  the  South  Fork  New 
River  from  Dog  Creek  to  the  New  River  from  Class  B  HQW  to  Class  B 
ORW,  and  the  entirety  of  the  New  River  in  North  Carolina  from 
Class  C  HQW  to  Class  C  ORW.  In  addition,  it  is  recommended  that 
the  management  strategy  detailed  in  the  following  section  be 
adopted  in  association  with  this  reclassification  in  order  to 
protect  downstream  resources  and  water  quality.  This 
recommendation,  as  previously  indicated,  is  based  on  Excellent 
water  quality  ratings  and  the  many  water-based  resources.  These 
water-based  resources  include  recreation  in  the  form  of  canoeing 
and  swimming,  being  part  of  the  New  River  State  Park,  and  being 
designated  as  a  Natural  and  Scenic  River  by  the  North  Carolina 
General  Assembly  in  1976. 

The  specific  recommended  amendment  to  the  Schedule  of 
Classifications  for  the  New  River  Basin  (15A  NCAC  2B  .0307)  can 
be  found  on  page  S-14  of  this  report.  This  listing  indicates 
specifically  which  waters  in  the  basin  are  recommended  for 
designation  as  ORW  and  which  are  recommended  to  be  subject  to  the 
additional  management  strategy.  Streams  currently  designated  as 
HQW  are  not  recommended  to  be  subject  to  the  additional 
management  strategy  since  they  are  protected  by  the  requirements 
associated  with  HQW.  Waters  that  enter  the  New  River  in  Virginia 
are  also  not  recommended  to  be  affected  by  additional  management 
because  technically  they  would  not  be  upstream  of  a  designated 
ORW. 


In  making  these  recommendations,  the  Hearing  Officer  and 
Director  have  considered  the  requirements  of  General  Statute 
143-214 . 1 (d) .  In  particular,  the  chemical/physical/biological 
properties,  character  of  the  watershed  and  bordering  areas, 
economic  considerations,  and  past/present/future  uses  of  the 
South  Fork  New  and  New  Rivers  have  been  considered.  In  taking 
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this  action,  rule  15A  NCAC  2B  .0307,  which  references  the 
Schedule  of  Classifications  for  the  New  River  Basin,  will  show 
that  the  EMC  has  revised  the  schedule. 


Implications  of  the  Reconunended  Reclassifications 

This  section  describes  the  implications  of  the  recommended 
reclassifications  on  stormwater  controls  and  wastewater  discharge 
restrictions.  Each  reclassification  case  is  discussed 
individually . 

I.  Boone  Fork  and  Old  Field  Creek:  The  following  is  a 
description  of  the  management  strategy  applied  to  freshwater 
ORWs .  Based  on  the  recommendations  made  in  this  report,  this 
management  strategy  would  be  applied  to  the  Boone  Fork  and  Old 
Field  Creek  watersheds. 

A.  Stormwater  Controls: 

New  developments  that  are  located  within  the  watershed 
and  that  require  a  Sedimentation  and  Erosion  Control 
Plan  from  the  Division  of  Land  Resources  must  comply 
with  one  of  the  options  described  below.  Projects 
which  disturb  one  acre  or  more  of  land  are  required  to 
obtain  Sedimentation  and  Erosion  Control  Plans. 

Projects  which  are  not  required  to  obtain  a 
Sedimentation  and  Erosion  Control  Plan,  such  as  single 
family  owners  building  a  single  family  dwelling  on 
their  own  lot,  are  not  required  to  comply  with  this 
stormwater  control  strategy.  For  those  projects  which 
must  comply,  there  are  two  options  available  as 
follows : 

1)  Low  Density  Option:  developments  that  limit  single 
family  developments  to  one  acre  lots  and  other  type 
developments  to  12%  built-upon  area  and  are  located  at 
least  30  feet  from  surface  waters; 

2)  High  Density  Option:  developments  of  higher  density 
than  those  described  for  the  Low  Density  Option  are 
allowed  with  the  utilization  of  wet  detention  ponds 
designed  to  control  the  runoff  from  all  built-upon 
areas  generated  from  one  inch  of  rainfall. 


B.  Wastewater  Discharge  Restrictions: 

In  waters  classified  as  ORW  no  new  or  expanded 
discharges  are  allowed. 
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II.  New  River  Basin:  The  following  is  a  description  of  the 
management  strategy'  recommended  for  the  New  River  Basin  in 
association  with  the  ORW  designation  of  the  New  River  and  the 
lower  South  Fork  New  River.  One  portion  of  the  strategy 
described  below  differs  from  the  strategy  proposed  at  public 
hearing.  At  the  public  hearing,  an  expanded  discharge  was 
defined  as  a  facility  that  increases  its  permitted  pollutant 
loading.  Since  the  proposal  was  made  last  March,  new  regulations 
associated  with  NPDES  discharges  that  define  expanded  discharges 
have  become  effective  (15A  NCAC  2H  .0103).  Under  these  new 
rules,  an  expansion  is  considered  an  increase  in  hydraulic 
capacity.  In  order  to  be  consistent  with  these  new  rules  the 
management  strategy  for  this  reclassification  has  been  revised  to 
define  an  expansion  as  an  increase  in  hydraulic  capacity. 
Currently,  the  only  discharger  in  the  basin  planning  an  expansion 
is  the  Town  of  Boone.  Regional  staff  have  indicated  that  they 
would  be  considered  an  expansion  under  either  definition. 

A.  Stormwater  Controls: 

It  is  proposed  that  the  stormwater  controls  described 
below  be  applied  within  one  mile  and  draining  to  the 
designated  waters.  This  is  different  from  the  standard 
freshwater  ORW  management  strategy  in  which  these 
controls  are  applied  to  the  entire  watershed.  Since 
the  areas  proposed  for  ORW  are  currently  classified  as 
HQW,  they  already  have  stormwater  control  requirements. 
It  is  felt  that  these  current  requirements  are 
sufficient  to  also  protect  the  ORW  classification  with 
respect  to  new  development  activities.  The 
requirements  are  specified  below. 

For  the  South  Fork  New  and  New  Rivers,  it  is 
recommended  that  the  following  stormwater  controls  be 
applied  to  new  development  activities  that  require  a 
Sedimentation  and  Erosion  Control  Plan  from  the 
Division  of  Land  Resources  and  that  are  within  one  mile 
and  draining  to  the  designated  ORW.  Projects  which 
disturb  an  acre  or  more  of  land  are  required  to  obtain 
Sedimentation  and  Erosion  Control  Plans.  Projects 
which  are  not  required  to  obtain  a  Sedimentation  and 
Erosion  Control  Plan,  such  as  single  family  owners 
building  a  single  family  dwelling  on  their  own  lot,  are 
not  required  to  comply  with  this  stormwater  control 
strategy.  For  those  projects  which  must  comply,  there 
are  two  options  available  as  follow: 

1)  Low  Density  Option:  developments  that  limit  single 
family  developments  to  one  acre  lots  and  other  type 
developments  to  12%  built-upon  area  and  are  located  at 
least  30  feet  from  surface  waters; 
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2) 


High  Density  Option:  developments  of  higher  density 
than  those  described  for  the  Low  Density  Option  are 
allowed  if  stormwater  control  systems  which  are  wet 
detention  ponds  designed  to  control  the  runoff  from  all 
built-upon  areas  generated  from  one  inch  of  rainfall 
are  properly  installed,  operated  and  maintained. 


B.  Discharge  Restrictions: 

It  is  proposed  that  no  new  or  expanded  NPDES  permitted 
discharges  be  allowed  directly  to  the  segment  to  be 
designated  as  ORW.  This  is  consistent  with  the 
standard  freshwater  ORW  management  strategy  which 
prohibits  new  or  expanded  discharges.  However,  for 
this  particular  reclassification,  it  is  also  proposed 
that  specific  requirements  designed  to  maintain  water 
quality  conditions  within  the  ORW  segment  be  applied  to 
all  new  or  expanded  wastewater  discharges  in  upstream 
areas.  (Expanded  discharges  are  considered  those  that 
increase  their  hydraulic  capacity.)  The  proposed 
requirements  which  would  be  applied  to  all  new  or 
expanded  discharges  in  the  New  River  Basin  upstream  of 
the  designated  ORW  segment  are  as  follows: 

1)  All  discharges  upstream  of  the  designated  ORW  will  be 
permitted  such  that  the  following  conditions  are  maintained 
in  the  ORW  segment : 

(a)  the  total  volume  of  treated  wastewater  for  all 
upstream  discharges  combined  will  not  exceed  50  percent 
of  the  total  flow  in  the  designated  ORW  segment  under 
low  flow  (7Q10)  conditions; 

(b)  a  safety  factor  will  be  applied  to  any  chemical 
allocation  such  that  the  effluent  limitation  for  a 
specific  chemical  constituent  will  be  the  more 
stringent  of  either  the  limitation  that  would  normally 
be  applied  at  the  point  of  discharge,  or  the  limitation 
that  would  be  given  to  the  discharger  if  it  had  to  meet 
one-half  of  the  normal  standard  at  the  upstream  border 
of  the  ORW  segment  (see  Figure  1.  on  page  18  for  an 
example) ; 

(c)  a  safety  factor  will  be  applied  to  any  discharge  of 
complex  wastewater  (those  containing  or  potentially 
containing  toxicants,  such  as  process  industrial 
wastewater  or  wastewater  from  plants  receiving  process 
wastewater  from  an  industry)  to  protect  for  chronic 
toxicity  in  the  ORW  segment.  This  safety  factor  will 
be  determined  by  setting  the  whole  effluent  toxicity 
limitation  at  the  higher  (more  stringent)  percentage 
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effluent  determined  by  comparing  the  percentage 
effluent  at  the  point  of  discharge  and  twice  the 
percentage  effluent  if  the  discharge  were  at  the 
upstream  border  of  the  ORW  segment  (see  Figure  1.  on 
page  18  for  an  example) ; 

2)  New  or  expanded  NPDES  permitted  wastewater  discharges 
located  upstream  of  the  designated  ORW  will  be  required  to 
meet  the  following  permit  limitations  and  conditions: 


(a)  Oxygen  Consuming  Wastes:  Effluent  limitations  will 
be  as  follows:  biochemical  oxygen  demand  =  5  mg/1,  and 
ammonia  =  2  mg/1; 

(b)  Total  Suspended  Solids:  Discharges  of  total 
suspended  solids  (TSS)  will  be  limited  to  effluent 
concentrations  of  10  mg/1  for  trout  waters  and  to  20 
mg/1  for  all  other  waters; 

(c)  Emergency  Requirements:  Failsafe  treatment  designs 
will  be  employed,  including  stand-by  power  capability 
for  entire  treatment  works,  dual  train  design  for  all 
treatment  components,  or  equivalent  failsafe  treatment 
designs; 

(d)  Nutrients :  Where  nutrient  overenrichment  is 
projected  to  be  a  concern,  appropriate  effluent 
limitations  will  be  set  for  phosphorus  or  nitrogen,  or 
both . 
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RECOMMENDED  AMENDMENT  TO  THE  WATADGA  RIVER  BASIN 
SCHEDULE  OF  CLASSIFICATIONS  AS  REFERENCED  IN  TITLE  15A 
NORTH  CAROLINA  ADMINISTRATIVE  CODE  2B  .0305 


Name  of  Stream 


Description 


Existing 

Class 


Description  of  Recotimended 

Recannended  Segment  Class 


Boone  Fork  (Price  Lake) 

From 

source 

to 

Watauga  River 

C  Tr  HQW 

same 

C 

Tr  ORW 

Cold  Prong 

From 

source 

to 

Boone  Fork 

C  Tr  HQW 

same 

C 

Tr  ORW 

Laurel  Czreek 

From 

source 

to 

Price  Lake,  Boone  Fork 

C  Tr  HQW 

same 

C 

Tr  ORW 

Sims  Creek  (Sims  Pond) 

From 

source 

to 

Boone  Fork 

C  Tr  HQW 

same 

C 

Tr  ORW 

Hoot  Camp  Branch 

From 

source 

to 

Sims  Creek 

C  HQW 

same 

C 

ORW 

Green  Branch 

From 

source 

to 

Boone  Fork 

C  HQW 

same 

C 

ORW 

Cannon  Branch 

From 

source 

to 

Boone  Fork 

C  HQW 

same 

C 

ORW 

Bee  Tree  Creek 

From 

source 

to 

Boone  Pork 

C  HQW 

same 

C 

ORW 
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RECOMMENDED  AMENDMENT  TO  THE  NEW  RIVER  BASIN 
SCHEDULE  OF  CLASSIHCATIONS  AS  REFERENCED  IN  TITLE  ISA 
NORTH  CAROLINA  ADMINISTRATTVE  CODE  2B  .0307 


Name  of  Stream 

Description 

Existing 

Class 

Description  of 
Reconnended  Segment 

Recoomez: 

Class 

NEW  RIVER  (North  Carolina 
Portion ) 

From  confluence  of  North  and  South 
Forks  New  River  to  the  last  point  at 
which  it  crosses  the  North  Carol ina- 
Virginia  State  Line 

C  HQW 

same 

C  ORW 

South  Fork  New  River 

From  confluence  of  Middle  Fork  South 

Fork  New  River  and  East  Fork  South 

Fork  New  River  to  Winkler  Creek 
(Town  of  Boone  water  supply  intake) 

WS-IV  CA 

same 

WS-IV  CAf 

Middle  Fork  South  Fork  New 
River  (Cbetola  Lake) 

From  source  to  Brown  Branch 

WS-IV 

same 

VB-IV  + 

Stringfellow  Branch 
(Bass  Lake) 

From  source  to  Chetola  Lake,  Middle 

Fork  South  Fork  New  River 

WS-IV 

same 

WS-IV  + 

Flattop  Branch 

From  source  to  a  point  0.6  mile  up¬ 
stream  of  dam  a  Blowing  Rock  Water 
Supply  Reservoir 

WS-II  Tr 

same 

WS-n  Tr 

Flattop  Branch 

From  a  point  0.6  mile  upstream  of  dam 
at  Blowing  Rock  Water  Supply  Reservoir 
to  dam  at  Blowing  Rock  Water  Supply 
Reservoir 

WS-n  Tr  CA 

same 

WS-n  Tr 

Flattop  Branch 

From  dam  at  Blowing  Rock  Raw  Water 
Supply  Reservoir  to  Middle  Fork 

South  Fork  New  River 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr 

Penley  Branch 

From  source  to  Middle  Fork  South 

Fork  New  River 

WS-IV 

same 

WS-IV  +  , 

Unnamed  Tributary  to 
Penley  Branch 

From  source  to  Camp  Catawba  Bathing 

Lake  Dam 

WS-IV&B 

same 

WS-IV&B  +1 

Unnamed  Tributary  to 
Penley  Branch 

From  Cansp  Catawba  Bathing  Lake  Dam 
to  Penley  Branch 

WS-IV 

same 

WS-IV  + 

Sumpter  Cabin  Creek 

From  source  to  Middle  Fork  South 

Fork  New  River 

WS-IV 

same 

WS-IV  + 

Middle  Fork  South  Fork 

New  River 

From  Brown  Branch  to  Boone  Dam 
of  Appalachian  State  University 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr  ■ 

Brown  Branch 

From  source  to  Middle  Fork  South 

Fork  New  River 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr  H 

Aho  Branch 

From  source  to  Middle  Fork  South  Fork 

New  River 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr  H 

: 

Dick  Green  Branch 

From  source  to  Aho  Branch 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr  ^ 

Moore  Branch 

From  source  to  Middle  Fork  South  Fork 

New  River 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr  ■»! 

Greer  Branch 

From  source  to  Middle  Fork  South  Fork 

New  River 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr  +i 

Elrod  Branch 

From  source  to  Middle  Fork  South  Fork 

New  River 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr  + 

Goldmine  Branch 

From  source  to  Middle  Fork  South  Fork 

New  River 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr  + 
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RECOMMENDED  fiMENDMENT  TO  THE  NEW  RIVER  BASIN 
SCHEDDLE  OF  CLASSIFICATIONS  AS  REFERENCED  IN  TITLE  15A 
NORTH  CAROLINA  ADMINISTRATIVE  CODE  2B  .0307 


Name  of  Stream 

Description 

Existing 

Class 

Description  of 
Recomnended  Segment 

Recomnended 

Class 

Payne  Branch 

From  source  to  Middle  Fork  South  Fork 

New  River 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr 

+ 

Middle  Fork  South  Fork 

New  River 

From  Boone  Dam  of  Appalachian  State 
University  to  a  point  0.4  mile 
downstream  of  U.S.  Hwys.  221  &  321 

WS-IV 

same 

WS-IV  + 

Middle  Fork  South  Fork 

New  River 

From  a  point  0.4  mile  downstream  of 
U.S.  Hwys.  221  &  321  to  South  Fork 

New  River  (Town  of  Boone  Water  Supply) 

WS-IV  CA 

same 

WS-IV  CA 

+ 

East  Fork  South  Fork  New 

River 

From  source  to  Watauga  County  SR  1524 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr 

+ 

Sanc^it  Branch  (Sawpit 
Branch) 

From  source  to  East  Fork  South  Fork 

New  River 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr 

+ 

Laurel  Branch 

From  source  to  East  Fork  South  Fork 

New  River 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr 

+ 

Days  Creek 

From  source  to  East  Fork  South  Fork 

New  River 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr 

+ 

Goshen  Branch 

From  source  to  Days  Creek 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr 

+ 

Storey  Branch 

From  source  to  Goshen  Branch 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr 

+ 

Raccoon  Branch 

From  source  to  East  Fork  South  Fork 

New  River 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr 

+ 

Matney  Branch 

From  source  to  East  Fork  South  Fork 

New  River 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr 

+ 

East  Fork  South  Fork  New 

River 

From  Watauga  County  SR  1524  to  a 
point  0.8  mile  downstream  of  Watauga 
County  SR  1524 

WS-IV 

same 

WS-IV  + 

East  Fork  South  Fork  New 

River 

From  a  point  0.8  mile  downstream  of 
Watauga  County  SR  1524  to  South  Fork 
New  River  (Town  of  Boone  water 
supply) 

WS-IV  CA 

same 

WS-IV  CA 

+ 

South  Pork  New  River 

Winkler  Creek 

From  Winkler  Creek  to  Elk  Creek 

From  source  to  a  point  0.2  mile  up¬ 
stream  of  mouth  of  Flannery  Fork 

c 

WS-n  Tr 

same 

C  + 

WS-II  Tr 

Winkler  Creek 

From  a  point  0.2  mile  upstream  of 
mouth  of  Flannery  Fork  to  Boone  Water 
Supply  Intake  (located  0.2  mile  up¬ 
stream  of  Watauga  County  SR  1549) 

WS-n  Tr  CA 

same 

WS-n  Tr 

CA 

Flannery  Fork  (Trout  Lake)  From  source  to  Dam  at  Canp  Sky  Ranch 

Bathing  Lake 

WS-n&B  Tr 

same 

WS-II&B  Tr 

Flannery  Pork 

From  Dam  at  Camp  Sky  Ranch  Bathing 

Lake  to  a  point  0.4  mile  upstream 
of  mouth 

WS-n  Tr 

same 

WS-II  Tr 

Flannery  Fork 

From  a  point  0.4  niile  upstream  of 
mouth  to  Winkler  Creek 

WS-n  Tr  CA 

same 

WS-II  Tr 

CA 

Winkler  Creek 

From  Boone  Water  Supply  Intake  to 

South  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 
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Name  of  Stxeao 

RECOMMENDED  AMENDMENT  TO  THE  NEW  RIVER  BASIN 

SCHEDULE  OF  CLASSIFICATIONS  AS  REFERENCED  IN  TITLE  15A 
NORTH  CAROLINA  ADMTNISTRATIVE  CODE  2B  .0307 

Existing 

Description  Class 

Description  of 
Recomnended  Segment 

Recomnend^ 

Class 

Boone  Creek 

From  source  to  Winkler  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Hodges  Creek 

From  source  to  Boone  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Hardin  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

C  + 

Perkins  Branch 

From  source  to  Hardin  Creek 

C 

same 

C  + 

Mutton  Creek  (Rocky  Knob 
Creek) 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Rocky  Branch 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Brown  Branch 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Howard  Creek  (Potato  HiU 
Lake) 

From  source  to  a  point  0.3  mile  up¬ 
stream  of  Doe  Fork 

WS-n  Tr 

same 

WS-n  Tr 

Jones  Branch 

From  source  to  Howard  Creek 

WS-II  Tr 

same 

WS-n  Tr 

Moretz  Branch 

From  source  to  Howard  Creek 

WS-II  Tr 

same 

WS-n  Tr 

Trivett  Branch 

From  source  to  Howard  Creek 

WS-n  Tr 

same 

WS-n  Tr 

Howard  Creek 

From  0.3  mile  upstream  of 

Doe  Fork  to  the  Appalachian  State 
University  Raw  Water  Intake  Dam 

WS-II  Tr 

CA 

same 

WS-n  Tr  ( 

Doe  Fork 

From  souroe  to  a  point  0.5  mile 
upstream  of  mouth 

WS-n  Tr 

same 

WS-n  Tr 

Doe  Fork 

From  a  point  0.5  mile  upstream  of 
mouth  to  Howard  Creek 

WS-n  Tr 

CA 

same 

WS-n  Tr  C 

Howard  Creek 

From  the  Appalachian  State 

University  Raw  Water  Supply  Intake  Dam 
to  South  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr  HQW 

same 

C  Tr  HQW 

Norris  Branch,  including 
the  raw  water  holding 
reservoir  below  nonnal 

reservoir  elevation 

From  souroe  to  the  Appalachian 

State  University  Raw  Water  Holding 

Reservoir  Dam 

WS-n  Tr 

CA 

same 

WS-n  Tr  C 

Norris  Branch 

From  the  Appalachian  State  Uni¬ 
versity  Raw  Water  Holding  Reservoir 

Dam  to  Howard  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Meat  Camp  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  +  1 

Little  Creek 

From  source  to  Heat  Can?)  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  +  1 

Norris  Fork 

From  source  to  Meat  Can?)  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  +  i 

Cohb  Creek 

From  source  to  Meat  Can?)  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Rittle  Fork  (Rittle  Creek) 

From  source  to  Heat  r.arnp  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Pine  Run 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Thaxon  Creek  (Tharton 

Creek) 

From  south  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

C  + 

Laxon  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

C  + 

Pine  Branch 

From  source  to  Laxon  Creek 

C 

same 

C  + 

Grassy  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

C  + 

South  Fork  New  River 

From  Elk  Creek  to  a  point  0.4  mile 
upstream  of  Couches  Creek 

C  H(2W 

same 

C  HQW 

1 

Elk  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  +  ! 

Pine  Orchard  Creek 

From  source  to  Elk  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 
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RECOMMENDED  AMENDMENT  TO  THE  NEW  RIVER  BASIN 
SCHEDULE  OF  CLASSIFICATIONS  AS  REFERENCED  IN  TITLE  15A 
NORTH  CAROLINA  ADMINISTRATIVE  CODE  2B  ,0307 


Name  of  Stream 

Description 

E)d.sting 

Class 

Description  of 
Reconmended  Segment 

Recoamended 

Class 

Little  Elk  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

C  + 

Meadow  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

C  + 

Mill  Creek  (Grassy  Creek) 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Cranberry  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

C  + 

Rocky  Shoal  Branch  (Mill 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

C  + 

Creek) 

South  Fork  New  River 

From  a  point  0.4  mile  upstream  of 
Couches  Creek  to  a  point  0.6  mile 
upstream  of  Roan  Creek 

WS-IV  HQW 

same 

WS-IV  HQW 

Couches  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

WS-IV 

same 

WS-IV  + 

Old  Field  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

WS-IV  Tr 

From  source  to 

Call  Creek 

From  Call  Creek 

to  South  Fork  New 

River 

WS-IV  Tr  + 

WS-IV  Tr  ORW 

Call  Creek  (West  Prong 

From  source  to  Old  Field  Creek 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr  ORW 

Old  Field  Creek) 

Gap  Creek 

From  source  to  a  point  0.2  mile 
upstream  of  mouth 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Little  Gap  Creek 

Gap  Creek 

From  source  to  Gap  Creek 

From  a  point  0.2  mile  upstream  of 
mouth  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Pine  Swamp  Creek  (Pine 

From  source  to  South  Pork  New  River 

WS-IV 

same 

WS-IV  + 

Swanp) 

East  Fork  Pine  Swacqj  Creek  From  source  to  Pine  Swanp  Creek 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr  + 

West  Fork  Pine  Swamp  Creek  From  source  to  a  point  0.8  mile 

upstream  of  mouth 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

West  Fork  Pine  Swan?)  Creek  From  a  point  0.8  mile  upstream  of 

mouth  to  Pine  Swamp  Creek 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr  + 

Wolf pen  Creek 

From  source  to  West  Fork  Pine  Swamp 
Creek 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr  + 

Beaver  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Pork  New  River 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr  + 

Cole  Branch 

From  source  to  Beaver  Creek 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr  + 

South  Beaver  Creek 

From  source  to  Beaver  Creek 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr  + 

(Lake  Ashe) 

Obids  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr  + 

Bear  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr  + 

Creasey  Branch 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

WS-IV 

same 

WS-IV  + 

South  Fork  New  River 

From  a  point  0.6  mile  upstream  of 
mouth  of  Roan  Creek  to  a  point  0.1 
mile  upstream  of  mouth  of  Naked  Creek 
(Town  of  Jefferson  Water  Supply 

Intake) 

WS-IV  HQW  CA 

same 

WS-IV  HQW  CA 

Roan  Creek 

From  source  to  a  point  0.5  mile  up- 

WS-IV  Tr 

same 

WS-IV  Tr  + 

stream  of  mouth 


S-17 


RECOMMENDED  AMENDMENT  TO  THE  NEW  RIVER  BASIN 
SCHEDULE  OF  CLASSIFICATIONS  AS  REFERENCED  IN  TITLE  15A 
NORTH  CAROLINA  ADMINISTRATTVE  CODE  2B  .0307 


Name  of  Stream 

Description 

Existing 

Class 

Description  of 
Recoamended  Segment 

Recoomeni 

Class 

Roan  Creek 

From  a  point  0.5  mile  upstream  of 

WS-IV  Tr  CA 

same 

WS-IV  Tr 

mouth  to  South  Fork  New  River 

Naked  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

C 

+ 

Ezra  Fork 

From  source  to  Naked  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

Little  Naked  Creek 

From  source  to  Naked  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

Potter  Branch 

From  source  to  Naked  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

Dog  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

South  Fork  New  River 

From  Dog  Creek  to  New  River 

B  HQW 

same 

B 

ORW 

Silas  Branch 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

B 

same 

B 

+ 

Peak  Creek 

From  source  to  Water  Supply  Dam  at 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

Appalachian  Sulphides,  Inc. 

Peak  Creek 

From  Water  Supply  Dam  at  Appalachian 

B  Tr 

same 

B 

Tr  + 

Sulphides,  Inc.  to  South  Fork  New 

River 

Ore  Knob  Branch 

From  source  to  Peak  Creek 

B  Tr 

same 

B 

Tr  + 

Little  Peak  Creek 

From  source  to  Peak  Creek 

B  Tr 

same 

B 

Tr  + 

Nathans  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

B  Tr 

same 

B 

Tr  + 

Long  Branch 

From  source  to  Nathans  Creek 

B  Tr 

same 

B 

Tr  + 

Cranberry  Creek  (Mulberry 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

B  Tr 

same 

B 

Tr  + 

Creek) 

Laurel  Fork 

From  source  to  Cranberry  Creek 

B  Tr 

same 

B 

Tr  + 

Meadow  Fork 

From  souroe  to  Cranberry  Creek 

B  Tr 

same 

B 

Tr  + 

Piney  Fork 

From  source  to  Cranberry  Creek 

B  Tr 

same 

B 

Tr  + 

Maple  Branch 

From  source  to  Piney  Fork 

B  Tr 

same 

B 

Tr  + 

Reeves  Branch 

From  source  to  Piney  Fork 

B  Tr 

same 

B 

Tr  + 

Wolf  Branch 

From  source  to  Cranberry  Creek 

B  Tr 

same 

B 

Tr  + 

Piney  Branch 

From  source  to  Cranberry  Creek 

B  Tr 

s^ne 

B 

Tr  + 

Beaver  Branch 

From  source  to  Cranberry  Creek 

B  Tr 

same 

B 

Tr  + 

Prathers  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

B  Tr 

same 

B 

Tr  + 

Crab  Fork 

From  source  to  Prathers  Creek 

B  Tr 

same 

B 

Tr  + 

North  Fork  New  River 

From  source  to  Three  Top  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

Mine  Branch 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

Maine  Branch 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

South  Branch 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

Snyder  Branch 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

Rush  Branch 

From  souroe  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

Hoskin  Fork 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

Doe  Branch 

From  source  to  Hoskin  Fork 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

Wallace  Branch 

From  source  to  Hoskin  Fork 

C  Tr 

same 

c 

Tr  + 

Wilson  Branch 

From  source  to  Hoskin  Fork 

C  Tr 

same 

c 

Tr  + 

Brush  Fork 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

c 

Tr  + 

Pine  Mountain  Branch 

From  source  to  Brush  Fork 

C  Tr 

same 

c 

Tr  + 

Rock  (Stone)  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

c 

Tr  + 

Monkey  Branch 

From  source  to  Rock  (Stone  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

c 

Tr  + 

Roundabout  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

c 

Tr  + 
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RECOMMENDED  AMENDMENT  TO  THE  NEW  RIVER  BASIN 
SCHEDULE  OF  CLASSIFICATIONS  AS  REFERENCED  IN  TITLE  15A 
NORTH  CAROLINA  ADMINISTRATIVE  CODE  2B  .0307 


Name  of  Stream 

Description 

Existing 

Class 

Description  of 
Recocmended  Segment 

Recocmended 

Class 

Graybeal  Branch 

From  source  to  Roundabout  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Cabbage  Creek 

From  source  to  Roundabout  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Unnamed  Tributary  to  North 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

C  + 

Fork  New  River  at  Knox 

Knitting  Co. 

North  Fork  New  River 

From  Three  Top  Creek  to  New  River 

C 

same 

C  + 

Three  Top  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Big  Branch 

From  source  to  Three  Top  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Ben  Bolen  Creek 

From  source  to  Three  Top  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Long  Hope  Creek 

From  source  to  Three  Top  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Big  Laurel  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Dixon  Creek 

From  source  to  Big  Laurel  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Kilby  Creek 

From  source  to  Big  Laurel  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Woodard  Branch 

From  source  to  Big  Laurel  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Cut  Laurel  Creek 

From  source  to  Big  Laurel  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Swift  Branch 

From  source  to  Big  Laurel  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Soup  Bean  Branch 

From  source  to  Big  Laurel  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Roaring  Fork  (Roaring 

From  source  to  Big  Laurel  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Fork  Creek) 

East  Fork  Roaring  Fork 

From  source  to  Roaring  Fork 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Big  Branch 

From  source  to  Big  Laurel  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Little  Laurel  Creek 

From  source  to  Big  Laurel  Creek 

C 

same 

C  + 

Rich  Hill  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Copeland  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Mill  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Sugar  Tree  Branch  (Sugar 

From  source  to  North  Pork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Branch) 

Stagg  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Buffalo  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Little  Buffalo  Creek 

From  source  to  Buffalo  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Claybank  Creek 

From  source  to  Little  Buffalo  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Big  Horse  Creek  (Horse 

From  source  to  North  Carolina-Virginia 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Creek) 

State  Line 

Big  Horse  Creek  (Horse 

From  North  Carolina-Virginia  State  Line 

C  Tr  HQW 

same 

C  Tr  HQW 

Creek) 

to  lower  Ashe  County  SR  1361 

Baldwin  Branch 

From  North  Carolina-Virginia  State  Line 

C  Tr  HQW 

same 

C  Tr  HQW 

to  Big  Horse  Creek 

Ripshin  Branch 

From  source  to  Big  Horse  Creek 

C  Tr  HQW 

same 

C  Tr  HQW 

Mud  Creeek  (Mud  Fork) 

From  North  Carolina-Virginia  State  Line 

C  HQW 

same 

C  HQW 

to  Big  Horse  Creek 

Big  Horse  Creek 

From  lower  Ashe  County  SR  1361  to 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Ashe  County  SR  1353  at  Tuckerdale 

Little  Windfall  Branch 

From  source  to  Big  Horse  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Big  Windfall  Branch 

From  souroe  to  Big  Horse  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

(WiDdfall  Creek) 
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RECOMMENDED  AMENDMENT  TO  THE  NEW  RIVER  BASIN 
SCHEDULE  OF  CLASSIFICATIONS  AS  REFERENCED  IN  TITLE  15A 
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Name  of  Stream 

Description 

Existing 

Class 

Description  of 
Recoonended  Segment 

Big  Horse  Creek  (Horse 
Creek) 

From  Ashe  County  SR  1353  at  Tucker- 
dale  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

Little  Horse  Creek 

From  source  to  Big  Horse  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

Middle  Fork  Little  Horse 

From  source  to  Little  Horse  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

Creek 

South  Fork  Little  Horse 

From  source  to  Little  Horse  Creek 

C 

same 

Creek 

Roaring  Branch 

From  source  to  South  Fork  Little 

Horse  Creek 

C 

same 

Greer  Branch 

From  source  to  Roaring  Branch 

C 

same 

Long  Branch 

From  source  to  Little  Horse  Creek 

C 

same 

Old  Field  Branch  (Grass 

From  source  to  Big  Horse  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

Branch) 

Piney  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

Little  Piney  Creek 

From  source  to  Piney  Creek 

C 

same 

Little  Phoenix  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

Silas  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

Long  Shoals  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

Foster  Springs  Branch 

From  source  to  Long  Shoals  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

Old  Field  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

Helton  Creek 

From  North  Carolina-Virginia  State 
Line  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

Fees  Branch 

From  North  Carolina-Virginia  State 
Line  to  Helton  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

Lost  Branch 

From  source  to  Helton  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

Jerd  Branch 

From  source  to  Helton  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

Little  Helton  Creek 

From  North  Carolina-Virginia  State 

Line  to  Helton  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

Shippy  Branch 

From  North  Carolina-Virginia  State 
Line  to  Little  Helton  Creek 

C 

same 

Jones  Branch 

From  North  Carolina-Virginia  State 
Line  to  Little  Helton  Creek 

C 

same 

Long  Branch 

From  North  Carolina-Virginia  State 
Line  to  Little  Helton  Creek 

C 

same 

Millpond  Branch 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

Grassy  Creek 

From  North  Carolina-Virginia  State 
Line  to  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

Piney  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Carolina- 

Virginia  State  Line 

C  Tr 

same 

Potato  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Carolina- 
Virginia  State  Line 

C  Tr 

same 

Elk  Creek 

From  source  to  U.S.  Hwy.  221 

C  Tr 

same 

Elk  Creek  (North  Carolina 

From  U.S.  Hwy.  221  to  New  River 

C 

same 

Portion) 

Rock  Creek  (Rocky  Creek) 

From  source  to  New  River 

C 

same 

subject  to  a  special  management  strategy  specified  in  15A  NCAC  2B 
the  Oetetaedie,  Resource  Waters  (ORB)  rule,  is  order  to  protect  domstrea.  ™t«rs  desiguated  as  ORB. 


Recomnenc 

Class 


C  + 

C  Tr  + 
C  Tr  + 

C  + 

C  + 

C  + 

C  + 

C  Tr  + 

C  Tr  + 
C  + 

C  Tr  + 
C  Tr  + 
C  Tr  + 
C  Tr  + 
C  + 

C  Tr  + 

C  Tr  + 

C  Tr  + 
C  Tr  + 
C  Tr  + 

C  + 

C  + 

C  + 

C  + 

C  Tr  + 
C  Tr  + 

C  Tr  + 

C  Tr  + 
C  + 

C  + 


.0216, 
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Recommended  Amendment  to  the  Outstanding  Resource  Waters  Rule 

(Underlining  indicates  new  text.) 


.0216  OUTSTANDING  RESOURCE  WATERS 


(e)  Listing  of  Waters  Classified  ORW  with  Specific  Actions. 
Waters  classified  as  ORW  with  specific  actions  to  protect 
exceptional  resource  values  are  listed  as  follows: 

ill  South  Fork  New  and  New  Rivers  ORW  Area  (New  River 

Basin)  (Index  Nos.  10-1-33.5  and  101:  the  following 

management  strategies,  in  addition  to  the  discharge 

reguirements  specified  in  Rule  .0216(c) (1),  will  be 

applied  to  protect  the  designated  ORW  areas: 

JAI 


IB) 


will  apply  within  one 

mile 

and 

draining  to  the 

designated  ORW  areas; 

New  or  expanded  NPDES 

permitted 

wastewater 

discharges  located  upstream 

of 

the  designated  ORW 

will  be  permitted  such  that 

the 

following  water 

Quality  standards  are  maintained  in  the  ORW 

segment : 

ILL  the  total  volume  of  treated  wastewater  for 
all  upstream  discharges  combined  will  not 

exceed  50  percent  of  the  total  instream  flow 

in  the  designated  ORW  under  7010  conditions; 

(ii)  a  safety  factor  will  be  applied  to  any 
chemical  allocation  such  that  the  effluent 

limitation  for  a  specific  chemical 
constituent  will  be  the  more  stringent  of 

either  the  limitation  allocated  under  design 

conditions  for  the  normal  standard  at  the 

point  of  discharge,  or  the  limitation 
allocated  under  design  conditions  for  one- 

half  the  normal  standard  at  the  upstream 

border  of  the  ORW  segment; 

(iii )  a  safety  factor  will  be  applied  to  any 
discharge  of  complex  wastewater  (those 

containing  or  potentially  containing 
toxicants)  to  protect  for  chronic  toxicity 

in  the  ORW  segment  by  setting  the  whole 

effluent  toxicity  limitation  at  the  higher 

(more  stringent)  percentage  effluent 

determined  under  design  conditions  for 

either  the  instream  effluent  concentration 

at  the  point  of  discharge  or  twice  the 
effluent  concentration  calculated  as  if  the 

discharge  were  at  the  upstream  border  of  the 

ORW  segment; 
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C )  New  or  expanded  NPDES  permitted  wastewater 


discharges  located  upstream  of  the  designated  ORW 


will 

comply  with  the  following: 

( i ) 

Oxygen  Consuming  Wastes:  Effluent 

limitations  will  be  as  follows:  BOD  =  5 

mg/1,  and  NH3-N  =  2  mq/1; 

(ii) 

Total  Suspended  Solids:  Discharges  of  total 

suspended  solids  (TSS)  will  be  limited  to 

effluent  concentrations  of  10  mg/1  for  trout 

waters  and  to  20  mg/1  for  all  other  waters; 

(ill) 

Emergency  Reauirements :  Failsafe  treatment 

designs  will  be  employed,  including  stand- 

by  power  capability  for  entire  treatment 

works,  dual  train  design  for  all  treatment 

components,  or  eguivalent  failsafe  treatment 

(iv) 

designs; 

Nutrients:  Where  nutrient  overenrichment  is 

projected  to  be  a  concern,  appropriate 

effluent  limitations  will  be  set  for 

phosphorus  or  nitrogen,  or  both. 

( 6 )  Old  Field  Creek  (New  River  Basin) :  the  undesignated 

portion  of  Old  Field  Creek  (from  its  source  to 'Call 

Creek)  shall  comply  with  Rule  .0216(c)  of  this  Section 

in  order  to  protect  the  designated  waters  as  per  Rule 

.0203  of  this  Section. 


History  Note:  Statutory  Authority  G.S.  143-214.1; 

Eff. February  1,  1986; 

Amended  Eff.  August  1,  1992;  January  1, 
October  1,  1989;  May  1,  1989. 


1990; 


105 
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Enclosed  are  some  data  summary  sheets  .for  Big  jandy  Creek,  Garden-Creek , 

Widow '_s_  Creek,  Bullhead  Creek  and  Rich  Mountain  CreekT”^!  located  on 
Stone  Mountain  State  Park  in  Wilkes  County.  Based  on  trout  population 
data  collected  from  these  streams,  all  should  be  considered  by  as 
candidates  for  ORW  or  HQfl  designation. 

In  addition  to  the  above  waters,  other  streams  for  possible  ORW  or  HC?v 
designation  in  my  work  area  include  Boone  Fork  Creek  and  upper  Howards 
.Creek  in  Watauga  County,  upper  Ramey  Cr^k  in  Alleghany  County,  Long  Hope 
Creek  and  upp^  Big  Horse  Cfi^"'in  Ashe  County,  Pike  Creek  in  Wilkes 

'County  and  the  upper  Watauga  River  in  Avery  and  Watauga  Counties.  All  of  i 

these  streams  oontain  good  wild  trout  populations  and  additional  fish  ; 

population  data  is  available  frcm  district  files.  1 

If  you  need  addi tonal  informaticxi  on  fish  populations  in  these  streams,  ; 

or  if  I  can  be  of  any  assistance,  please  advise. 

i 

} 


enclosures:  Data  summary  sheets  for  Big  Sandy,  Garden,  Widow's,  Bull¬ 
head  and  Rich  Mountain  creeks. 
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Director 
Division 
P.O.  Box 
Baleigh, 


National  Committee  for  the  New  •Blvem)  . 


P.O.  Box  4 3 3 -r. i ' i ':Jr , 
Jefferson,  NC  ^664 6--' 


of  Environmental  Management 
27687 

NC  27611-7687 


\05i9  10  August 


1989 


Dear  Sir: 


In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Administrative  Code 
Section  15  NCAC  2B.0200,  par.  .0216,  the  National  Committee  for 
the  New  River  (NCRC)  hereby  requests  that  the  entire  South  Fork 
of  the  New  River,  from  its  source  near  Blowing  Rock  to  its 
confluence  with  the  North  Fork,  along  with  the  New  River,  from 
the  confluence  of  the  two  forks  'to  the  North  Carol ina-Virginia 
state  line,  be  reclassified  as  an  Outstanding  Resource  Water, 

This  includes  the  portion  of  the  river  that  has  been  designated 
as  a  Scenic  River  by  both  the  State  of  North  Carolina  and  the 
federal  government,  but  it  also  Includes  the  headwaters  of  the 
South  Fork  which  must  be  protected  if  an  acceptable  quality  of 
water  is  to  be  maintained  in  the  scenic  section. 

During  the  mid-1970’s,  when  Appalachian  Power  Company  was 
planning  to  build  a  pumped-  storage  facility  on  the  New  River,  a 
wide-spread  awareness  developed  regarding  the  unique  character  of 
this  beautiful  waterway.  Both  statewide  and  nationwide  outrage 
was  expressed  when  the  news  spread  that  this,  the  oldest  river  in 
the  United  States  and  one  of  the  oldest  in  the  world  (possibly 
the  second  oldest),  was  to  be  sacrificed  for  a  power  project  of 
questionable  value.  The  course  of  events  that  led  to  a  26.5  mile 
section  of  the  river  being  declared  both  a  state  and  national 
Scenic  River,  under  the  Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers  Act,  is  well  known 
and  requires  no  repetition  here.  The  point  that  we  wish  to  make 
is  that  the  river’s  credentials  as  an  outstanding  natural 
resource,  of  great  historical  significance,  have  been 
well-established  by  that  chain  of  events. 

Two  local  canoe  outfitters  have  estimated  that  about 
25,000  people  canoe  or  float  the  river  annually.  They  come,  not 
only  from  all  parts  of  North  Carolina,  but  from  other  states  as 

This  is  not  surprising  when  one  considers  the  natural 
beauty  of  the  scenery  along  the  shores  and  realizes  that  the 
numerous  rapids  and  riffles  provide  continuing  interest  and 
excitement  while,  at  the  same  time,  they  pose  no  substantial 
danger  to  the  canoeists.  This  is  a  river  that  the  whole  family 
can  enjoy  without  worrying  about  the  welfare  or  safety  of  the 
children.  Of  course,  canoeing  is  only  one  aspect  of  the 
recreational  value  of  the  river.  Many  people  come  to  fish  for 
smallmouth  bass,  trout  and  muskies,  to  swim,  or  Just  to  ride, 
bicycle  or  hike  along  the  many  miles  of  public  roads  that  follow 
the  river's  shores.  The  New  River  State  Park  provides  overnight 
camping  for  canoeists  as  well  as  picnicking  facilities  that  can 
be  enjoyed  by  all. 
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Archeologists  have  found  evidence  of  ancient  Indian 
activities  at  many  locations  along  the  river.  Apparently,  this 
activity  dates  back  to  as  much  as  8,000  or  10,000  years  B.C.  The 
entire  river  valley  is,  therefore,  a  rich  potential  source  for 
additional  archeological  discoveries  as  well  as  a  fascinating 
hunting  ground  for  the  amateur  who  is  simply  interested  in 
collecting  a  few  artifacts. 

Unfortunately,  the  historical,  archeological  and 
recreational  attributes  of  the  river  are  in  Imminent  danger  of 
being  destroyed  or  degraded  by  the  development  that  is  taking 
place  or  is  being  planned  along  its  course.  There  are  no  local 
land-use  or  zoning  restrictions  that  would  inhibit  such 
development  nor  is  there  the  local  political  will  to  adopt  such 
restrictions.  A  proposed  water  treatment  plant  for  the  town  of 
Jefferson  would  withdraw  raw  water  from  the  South  Fork  and  would 
return  a  large  portion  of  it  to  the  river  in  the  form  of  treated 
sewage,  thus  creating  an  expanded  point-source  of  pollution.  Even 
worse,  it  would  encourage  additional  development  throughout  Ashe 
County,  thereby  making  it  even  more  difficult  to  protect  the 
water  quality  in  the  river. 

It  seems  clear  that  the  New  River  is  a  stream  that  is 
eminently  worthy  of  being  protected  and  preserved  as  an 
Outstanding  Resource  Water,  but  it  is  Just  as  obvious  that  there 
are  no  controls  in  place  at  the  present  time  that  can  accomplish 
that  worthy  objective.  Designation  as  a  ORV  would  recognize  the 
unique  value  of  the  river  and  would  provide  additional  controls 
that  are  essential  to  preserving  a  high  quality  of  water.  We 
request  that  you  make  whatever  studies  are  necessary  to  confirm 
our  assertions  and  then  to  take  favorable  action  on  our  request 
as  soon  as  possible. 


Sincerely  yours. 


Randy  Revls 
President,  NCNR 
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N.C.  ENVIRONMENTAL  MANAGEMENT  COMMISSION 


NOTICE  OF  rVBlIC  HEARING  TO  RECLASSIFY  THE  LOWER  SOUTH  FORK  NEW  RIVER 
(ASHE  ANT  ALLEGHANY  COUNTIES),  A  PORTION  OF  OLD  FIELD  CREEK 
(ASHE  COUNTY),  AND  BOONE  FORK  (WATAUGA  COUNTY) 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  public  hearing  to  be  held  by  the  N.C.  Department  of 

Environment,  Health  and  Natural  Resources  on  behalf  of  the  Environmental 

Management  Commission  (EMC)  concerning  the  modification  of  stream  classifications 

as  follows: 

PURPOSE :  To  reclassify  the  following  streams: 

The  South  For)c  New  River  from  Dog  Creek  to  the  New  River  and 
all  portions  of  the  New  River  in  North  Carolina  from  Classes  B 
HQW  and  C  HQW  to  Classes  B  ORW  and  C  ORW.  In  the  watershed 
of  Outstanding  Resource  Waters  (ORWs)  new  development 
activities  requiring  a  Sediment/Erosion  Control  Plan  must  meet 
either  the  Low  Density  or  High  Density  development  options,  as 
described  in  the  ORW  rule  (15A  NCAC  2B  .0216).  Low  density 
developments  are  those  which  limit  single  family  developments 
to  one  acre  lots  and  other  type  developments  to  12  percent 
built-upon  area.  Higher  density  developments  are  allowed  with 
the  utilization  of  stormwater  control  systems.  In  addition, 
no  new  or  expanded  permitted  wastewater  discharges  are  allowed 
in  waters  classified  ORW.  Since  the  portion  of  the  South  Fork 
New  and  New  Rivers  that  is  proposed  for  ORW  designation  is  a 
downstream  segment  of  a  watershed  and  the  proposal  does  not 
include  tributaries  to  this  secment,  A  MODIFICATION  OF  THE  ORW 
MANAGEMENT  STRATEGY  JUST  DESCRIBED  IS  PROPOSED  IN  CONJUNCTION 
WITH  THIS  RECLASSIFICATION.  The  four  basic  parts  of  this 
management  strategy  are  as  follows:  1)  no  new  discharges 
allowed  in  waters  classified  ORW;  2)  new  development 
activities  requiring  a  Sedim^ent/Erosion  Control  Plan  that  are 
within  one  mile  and  draining  to  the  designated  area  must 
comply  with  the  Low  Density  or  High  Density  options  described 
above;  3)  all  new  permitted  wastewater  discharges  must  meet 
advanced  treatment  requirements  including  a)  limitations  on 
BOB  and  ammonia  of  5  mg/1  and  2  mg/1  respectively;  and  b) 
permit  restrictions  applied  for  chronic  toxicity,  specific 
chemical  limitations,  and  the  total,  cumulative  volume  of 
wastewater  as  appropriate  to  protect  conditions  in  the  ORW 
segment;  and  4)  existing  discharges  may  expand  without 
increasing  their  permitted  pollutant  load  (those  discharges 
that  expand  such  that  their  pollutant  load  is  increased  must 
meet  the  treatment  requireme.nts  described  for  new  discharges 
in  item  3  above) . 

Old  Field  Creek  from,  and  including.  West  Prong  Old  Field 
Creek  (Call  Creek)  to  the  South  Fork  New  River  from  Class  C 
Trout  to  Class  C  Trout  ORW.  In  the  watershed  of  Outstanding 
Resource  Waters  (ORWs)  new  development  activities  requiring  a 
Sediment/Erosion  Control  Plan  must  meet  either  the  Low  Density 
or  High  Density  development  options,  as  described  in  the  ORW 
rule  (15A  NCAC  2B  .0216).  Low  density  developments  are  those 
which  limit  single  family  developments  to  one  acre  lots  and 
other  type  developments  to  12  percent  built-upon  area.  Higher 
density  developments  are  allowed  with  the  utilization  of 
stormwater  control  systems.  In  addition,  no  new  or  expanded 
permitted  wastewater  discharges  are  allowed  in  waters 
classified  ORW.  It  is  also  proposed  that  this  management 
strategy  be  applied  to  the  waters  not  proposed  for  ORW 
designation  (Old  Field  Creek  from  its  source  to  West  Prong  Old 
Field  Creek)  in  order  to  protect  the  downstream  waters. 

(OVER) 
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DATE /TIME: 

LOCATION: 


COMMENT 
PROCEDURE : 


AUTHORITY : 


INFORMATION : 


6-3>/ 


Boone  Fork  frcrr>  ics  source  cc  the  Watauga  River  includicg  all 
tributaries  from  Classes  C  Trout  HQW  and  C  HQW  to  Classes  C 
Trout  ORW  and  C  ORW.  In  the  watershed  of  Outstanding 
Resource  Waters  (CRWs)  new  development  activities  requiring  a 
Sediment/Erosion  Control  Plan  must  meet  either  the  Low  Density 
or  High  Density  development  options,  as  described  in  the  ORW 
rule  (15A  NCAC  2E  .0216).  Low  density  developmients  are  those 
which  limit  single  family  developments  to  one  acre  lots  and 
other  type  developments  to  12  percent  built-upon  area.  Higher 
density  developme.nts  are  allowed  with  the  utilization  of 
stormwater  control  systems.  In  addition,  no  new  or  e;<panded 
permitted  wastewater  discharges  are  allowed  in  waters 
classified  ORW. 

March  17,  1992  at  7:00  P.M. 

Courtroom  1  -  2nd  Floor 
Watauga  County  Courthouse 
403  W.  King  Street 
Boone,  NC 

All  persons  interested  in  this  matter  are  invited 
to  attend.  Comm.ents,  statem.ents,  data,  and  other  information 
may  be  submitted  in  writing  prior  to,  during  or  within  30  days 
after  the  hearing  or  may  be  presented  verbally  at  the  hearing. 
Verbal  statements  m.ay  be  limited  at  the  discretion  of  the 
hearing  officer.  Submittal  of  written  copies  of  verbal 
statements  is  encouraged. 

N.C.G.S.  143-214.1  Amendments  to  the  Schedule  of 
Classifications  for  the  New  River  Basin  as  referenced  in  15A 
NCAC  2B  .0307,  and  the  Watauga  River  Basin  as  referenced  in  2E 
.0305,  and  the  Outstanding  Resource  Waters  Rule,  2B  .0216. 

Further  explanations  and  details  of  the  proposed 
reclassifications  may  be  obtained  by  writing  or  calling  : 

Suzanne  H.  Keen  (919)733-5083 
P.O.  Box  29535 
Raleigh,  NC  27626-0535 


DATE /TIME: 

LOCATION: 


COMMENT 
PROCEDURE : 


AUTHORITY : 


INFORMATION : 


6-3>/ 


DATE 


Dr.  George  T.  Everett,  Director 
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NORTH  CAROLINA 

DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENT,  HEALTH,  AND  NATURAL  RESOURCES 


ENVIRONMENTAL  MANAGEMENT  COMMISSION 


Char' 


Virgil 

Vk» 


James  G  Mar.m,  Governor 
William  W  Cobey.  Jr .  Secretary 


Edwin  E.  Andn  li 
Michael  K.  Bar  (I 
Douglas  S.  Be 
Charles  A.  Bra^ 
Carla  E.  DuPuy 
Donald  Ensley 
William  S.  Fan: 
Robert  W.  Grif 
Michel  A.  Ibrati 
Dennis  C.  LofI 
Charles  H.  Pel 
Winston  W.  Pi' 
Richard  V.  Wa 
Candler  A.  Will 
Lawrence  R.  Zi 


January  31,  1992 


MEMORANDUM 


FROM: 


TO: 


Charles  L.  Baker 


Charles  Brady 


SUBJECT:  Designation  as  Hearing  Officer 


I  am  hereby  designating  you  as  Co-hearing  Officer  for  a  publi 
hearing  concerning  the  proposed  Outstanding  Resource  Waters  (ORW 
designation  of  the  following  waters  in  northwestern  North  Carolina 
the  New  River  and  lower  South  Fork  New  River  (the  proposal  include 
a  unique  ORW  management  strategy  for  the  New  River  Basin) / 
portion  of  the  Old  Field  Creek  watershed;  and  the  entire  Boone  For 
catchment.  The  public  hearing  for  these  proposals  has  bee 
scheduled  for  March  17,  1992  in  Boone.  You  will  be  serving  i 

association  with  Virgil  McBride.  A  Public  Information  Package  tha 
provides  details  of  the  proposed  reclassifications  is  included  fo 
your  information. 

I  appreciate  your  taking  the  time  to  conduct  this  hearing.  Th 
staff  will  be  glad  to  assist  you  throughout  the  proceedings, 
draft  presentation  for  your  use  at  the  hearing  will  be  forwarded  t 
you  in  future  correspondence  prior  to  the  hearing  date.  If  yo 
have  any  questions,  please  feel  free  to  contact  Suzanne  Keen  a| 
(919)  733-5083. 

Attachment 

cc:  Virgil  McBride 

George  Everett 
Larry  Coble 


Nev/  River : brady .  hod 
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An  Opporrunlry  Affirmative  AcOoo  Employer 


ENVIRONMENTAL  MANAGEMENT  COMMISSION 


NORTH  CAROLINA 

DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENT.  HEALTH,  AND  NATURAL  RESOURCES 


Charles  L  Baker 
Chairman 


Vingil  L.  McBnde 
Vice  Chairman 


tes  G.  Martin,  Governor 
am  W.  Cobey,  Jr.,  Secretary 


Edwin  E.  Andrews,  111 
Michael  K.  Barnes 
Douglas  S.  Boykin 
Charles  A.  Brady,  III 
Carla  E.  DuPuy 
Donald  Ensley,  MPh,  Ph.D 
William  S.  Farabow,  MD 
Robert  W.  Griffith,  Jr. 

Michel  A.  Ibrahim,  MD,  Ph.C 
Dennis  C.  Loflin 
Charles  H.  Peterson,  Ph.D 
Winston  W.  Pulliam 
Richard  V.  Watkins,  PE 
Candler  A.  Willis,  Jr.,  Ph.D 
Lawrence  R.  Zucchino 


January  31,  1992 


MEMORANDUM 


FROM: 


TO; 


Virgil  McBride 


Charles  L.  Baker 


SUBJECT:  Designation  as  Hearing  Officer 


I  am  hereby  designating  you  as  Co-hearing  Officer  for  a  public 
hearing  concerning  the  proposed  Outstanding  Resource  Waters  (ORW) 
designation  of  the  following  waters  in  northwestern  North  Carolina: 
the  New  River  and  lower  South  Fork  New  River  (the  proposal  includes 
a  unique  ORW  management  strategy  for  the  New  River  Basin) ;  a 
portion  of  the  Old  Field  Creek  watershed;  and  the  entire  Boone  Fork 
catchment.  The  public  hearing  for  these  proposals  has  been 
scheduled  for  March  17,  1992  in  Boone.  You  will  be  serving  in 

association  with  Charles  Brady.  A  Public  Information  Package  that 
provides  details  of  the  proposed  reclassifications  is  included  for 
your  information. 

I  appreciate  your  taking  the  time  to  conduct  this  hearing.  The 
staff  will  be  glad  to  assist  you  throughout  the  proceedings.  A 
draft  presentation  for  your  use  at  the  hearing  will  be  forwarded  to 
you  in  future  correspondence  prior  to  the  hearing  date.  If  you 
have  any  questions,  please  feel  free  to  contact  Suzanne  Keen  at 
(919)  733-5083. 

Attachment 

cc :  Charles  Brady 

George  Everett 
Larry  Coble 


New  River ;mcbride .hod 
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An  Equal  Opporrurury  AfflrmatJvc  Acoon  E/mpioycf 


PUBLIC  INFORMATION  PACKAGE 


Environmental  Management  Commission 
Division  of  Environmental  Management 


Subject 

Proposed  Reclassification  of  the  Following  Waters  to 
Outstanding  Resource  Waters:  1)  the  New  River  and  lower 
South  Fork  New  River  in  Watauga,  Ashe  and  Alleghany 
Counties  (New  River  Basin) ;  2)  a  portion  of  Old  Field 
Creek  In  Ashe  County  (New  River  Basin)  /  and  3)  Boone 
Fork  In  Watauga  County  (Watauga  River  Basin) 


Public  Hearing  Time  and  Location 

March  17,  1992  at  7:00  P.M. 


Courtroom  1  -  2nd  Floor 
Watauga  County  Courthouse 
403  West  King  Street 
Boone,  NC 


Comment  Procedures 


All  persons  interested  in  this  matter  are  invited  to 
attend.  Comments,  statements,  data,  and  other 
information  may  be  submitted  in  writing  prior  to, 
during,  or  within  30  days  after  the  hearing,  or  may  be 
presented  verbally  at  the  hearing.  Verbal  statements 
may  be  limited  at  the  discretion  of  the  hearing 
officer.  Submission  of  written  copies  of  verbal 
statements  is  encouraged. 


For  Further  Information  Contact: 


Suzanne  Keen 

Division  of  Environmental  Management 
P.O.  Box  29535 
Raleigh,  NC  27626-0535 
(919) 733-5083 
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INTRODUCTION  TO  SURFACE  WATER  QUALITY  CLASSIFICATIONS  AND 
STANDARDS 

Ail  cf  the  surface  waters  of  North  Carolina  (creeks,  rivers, 
estuaries,  sounds,  oceans,  etc.)  are  classified  according  to 
their  "best  use".  The  state's  surface  waters  were  initially 
classified  in  the  late  nineteen-fifties  based  on  general  surveys 
cf  water  quality  and  purposes  for  which  waters  were  being  used. 

As  various  surface  waters  are  identified  as  being  inappropriately 
classified  (through  reclassification  requests  from  the  public 
a.nd/or  studies  conducted  by  the  Division  of  Environmental 
Management  (DEM)),  reclassification  is  pursued.  The  following  is 
a  list  of  basic  surface  water  uses  recognized  in  North  Carolina's 
surface  water  quality  classifications  and  standards  rules  and  the 
primary  freshwater  classifications  with  which  those  uses  are 
associated : 

Use  Primary  Classification 

maintenance  and  propagation  of  C 

aquatic  life;  secondary  recreation 

primary  recreation  (e.g.  frequent  B 

swimming) 

water  supply  WS-I,  WS-II,  WS-III 

In  addition  to  the  above  primary  classifications,  there  are  a 
variety  of  supplemental  classifications  which  are  applied,  as 
appropriate,  in  conjunction  with  primary  classifications  in  order 
to  provide  added  protection  to  waters  required  to  maintain  and 
protect  their  existing  uses.  The  following  is  a  list  of  North 
Carolina's  supplemental  classifications  and  the  resources  or  uses 
that  they  are  intended  to  protect  or  the  conditions  for  which 
they  are  designed  to  address  in  order  to  protect  their  existing 
uses  . 

Resource /Condition  Supplemental  Classification 

trout  populations  Tr 

natural  swamp  conditions  Sw 

nutrient  over-enrichment  Nutrient  Sensitive  Waters  (NSW) 

streams  with  excellent  water  High  Quality  Waters  (HQW) 

quality  or  special  designation 

streams  with  excellent  water  Outstanding  Resource  Waters  (ORW) 

quality  and  an  outstanding 

resource 
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A  set  of  numerical  and/or  narrative  water  quality  standards  are 
associated  with  each  of  these  classifications  and  are  intended  to 
provide  protection  for  the  various  uses  described  above.  Table  2 
on  page  15  of  this  information  package  lists  the  numerical 
standards  for  freshwaters.  The  complete  regulation  on  this 
subject,  which  includes  narrative  standards,  can  be  obtained  by 
contacting  DEM' s  Water  Quality  Section. 


HIGH  QUALITY  WATERS  AND  OUTSTANDING  RESOURCE  WATERS 

High  Quality  Waters  (HQWs) 

Some  of  North  Carolina's  surface  waters  are  relatively  unaffected 
by  pollution  sources  and  have  water  quality  higher  than  the 
standards  that  are  applied  to  the  majority  of  the  waters  of  the 
state.  In  addition,  some  waters  provide  habitat  for  sensitive 
biota  such  as  trout,  juvenile  fish  or  rare  and  endangered  aquatic 
species.  In  an  effort  to  protect  waters  that  possess  such 
characteristics,  surface  waters  in  the  following  categories 
qualify  for  classification  as  HQW:  1)  waters  rated  as  Excellent 
based  on  chemical  and  biological  sampling  (DEM  assigns  water 
quality  ratings  to  North  Carolina's  surface  waters  based  on 
biological  and  chemical  data) /  2)  streams  designated  by  the 
Wildlife  Resources  Commission  (WRC)  as  wild  trout  waters  or 
primary  nursery  areas;  3)  waters  designated  as  primary  nursery 
areas  by  the  Division  of  Marine  Fisheries;  4)  critical  habitat 
areas  designated  by  the  WRC  or  the  Department  of  Agriculture;  and 
5)  waters  classified  by  DEM  as  WS-I,  WS-II  and  SA. 

In  waters  classified  as  HQW,  new  or  expanded  wastewater 
discharges  must  provide  advanced  treatment.  In  addition,  new 
development  activities  requiring  Sediment /Erosion  Control  Plans 
from  the  Division  of  Land  Resources  and  that  are  within  one  mile 
and  draining  to  the  HQW  must  either  limit  density  or  utilize 
stormwater  control  systems  to  manage  stormwater  runoff. 

Outstanding  Resource  Waters  (ORWs) 

A  small  percentage  of  North  Carolina's  surface  waters  have 
excellent  water  quality  (rated  based  on  biological  and  chemical 
sampling  as  with  HQWs)  and  an  outstanding  resource  associated 
with  them.  The  ORW  rule  defines  outstanding  resource  values  as: 

1)  outstanding  fishery  resource;  2)  a  high  level  of  water-based 
recreation;  3)  a  special  designation  such  as  National  Wild  and 
Scenic  River  or  a  National  Wildlife  Refuge;  4)  being  within  a 
state  or  national  park  or  forest;  and  5)  having  special 
ecological  or  scientific  significance. 

In  waters  designated  as  ORW,  new  or  expanded  wastewater 
discharges  are  not  allowed.  In  addition,  within  the  watershed  of 
ORWs,  new  development  activities  must  limit  density  or  utilize 
stormwater  control  systems  to  manage  stormwater  runoff. 
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PROPOSED  RECLASSIFICATION  OF  THE  NEW  RIVER  AND  THE  LOWER  SOUTH 
FORK  NEW  RIVER 


Int  rod'jcr  ion 


In  1SS9  the  Division  of  Environmental  Management  (DEM)  received  a 
request  from  the  National  Committee  for  the  New  River  to 
designate  the  entire  South  Fork  New  River  and  that  portion  of  the 
New  River  in  North  Carolina  as  Outstanding  Resource  Waters  (ORW) . 
ORW  reclassification  requests  were  also  received  from  staff  of 
the  Wildlife  Resources  Commission  for  two  tributaries  of  the 
North  Fork  New  River. 

Water  quality  studies  were  conducted  throughout  the  New  River 
Basin  in  response  to  these  requests.  Additional  water  quality 
data  generated  from  previous  reclassification  studies  and  from 
ambie.nt  monitoring  was  also  utilized  in  the  assessment  of  the 
waters  of  the  New  River  Basin.  Data  indicate  that  a  variety  of 
water  quality  conditions  exist  in  this  basin.  Water  quality 
ratings  assigned  to  these  waters  range  from  'Poor'  to 
'Excellent'.  (DEM  assigns  water  quality  ratings  of  Poor,  Fair, 
Good  and  Excellent  to  North  Carolina's  surface  waters  based  on 
biological  and  chemical  data.) 

Those  waters  that  have  been  identified  as  having  Excellent  water 
quality  (one  of  the  criteria  necessary  for  ORW  designation) 
include  that  portion  of  the  New  River  that  is  in  North  Carolina, 
and  the  South  Fork  New  River  downstream  of  Elk  Creek.  These 
areas  were  previously  designated  High  Quality  Waters  (HQWs) 
effective  August  1,  1990  based  on  their  having  received  an 
Excellent  water  quality  rating.  Waters  rated  as  Excellent  are 
one  category  of  waters  which  can  be  reclassified  as  High  Quality 
Waters  (HQWs) .  Only  one  tributary  stream  (Old  Field  Creek) 
received  an  Excellent  rating.  This  area  is  also  proposed  for  ORW 
designation  and  is  discussed  individually  in  the  next  section. 

As  stated  previously,  waters  with  Excellent  water  quality  which 
also  have  an  outstanding  resource  value  may  be  reclassified  as 
ORW.  Outstanding  resource  values  recognized  in  the  ORW  rule  are 
described  under  the  description  of  ORWs  on  page  2.  The  South 
Fork  New  River  from  Dog  Creek  to  the  New  River  and  the  New  River 
from  its  source  (the  confluence  of  the  North  and  South  Fork  New 
Rivers)  to  the  North  Carolina/Virginia  State  Line  was  designated 
a  Natural  and  Scenic  River  by  the  North  Carolina  General  Assembly 
in  1976. 

Proposal 


Based  on  the  Excellent  water  quality  and  the  Natural  and  Scenic 
River  designation,  it  is  proposed  that  the  South  Fork  New  River 
from  Dog  Creek  to  the  New  River  and  all  of  the  New  River  that  is 
in  North  Carolina  be  reclassified  from  Classes  B  HQW  and  C  HQW  to 
Classes  B  ORW  and  C  ORW  (see  map  on  page  10)  .  For  this 
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particular  reclassification,  an  expanded  management  strategy  is 
proposed  for  application  to  all  waters  that  are  tributary  to  the 
proposed  ORW  in  order  to  ensure  protection  of  downstream  waters. 
The  management  strategies  proposed  for  application  to  the  waters 
under  consideration  for  the  ORW  classification  and  the  all  waters 
upstream  of  this  area  are  described  in  detail  in  the  following 
section.  The  specific  rule  revisions  that  are  proposed  can  be 
found  in  Table  1  beginning  on  page  13. 

Management  Strategy  Proposed 


Because  the  segments  of  the  South  Fork  New  and  New  Rivers  that 
qualifies  for  ORW  designation  are  a  downstream  portion  of  a  large 
watershed,  a  special  management  strategy  has  been  developed  and 
is  proposed  to  be  adopted  as  part  of  this  reclassification.  The 
intent  of  this  proposal  is  to  provide  sufficient  protection  to 
downstream  waters  to  maintain  the  excellent  water  quality 
conditions  in  the  ORW  segment. 

Stormwater  Controls: 

It  is  proposed  that  the  stormwater  controls  described  below  be 
applied  within  one  mile  and  draining  to  the  designated  waters. 
This  is  different  from  the  standard  freshwater  ORW  management 
strategy  in  which  these  controls  are  applied  to  the  entire 
watershed.  Since  the  areas  proposed  for  ORW  are  currently 
classified  as  HQW,  they  already  have  stormwater  control 
requirements.  It  is  felt  that  these  current  requirements  are 
sufficient  to  also  protect  the  ORW  classification  with  respect  to 
new  development  activities.  The  requirements  are  specified 
below . 

For  the  South  Fork  New  and  New  Rivers,  it  is  proposed  that  the 
following  stormwater  controls  be  applied  to  new  development 
activities  that  require  a  Sediment /Erosion  Control  Plan  from  the 
Division  of  Land  Resources  and  that  are  within  one  mile  and 
draining  to  the  designated  ORW.  Projects  which  disturb  an  acre 
of  land  are  required  to  obtain  Sediment /Erosion  Control  Plans. 
(Local  governments  with  an  approved  sediment  control  program  can 
require  these  plans  for  projects  disturbing  less  than  an  acre.) 
Projects  which  are  not  required  to  obtain  a  Sediment /Erosion 
Control  Plan,  such  as  single  family  owners  building  a  single 
family  dwelling  on  their  own  lot,  are  not  required  to  comply  with 
this  stormwater  control  strategy.  For  those  projects  which  must 
comply,  there  are  two  options  available,  as  follow: 

1)  Low  Density  Option:  developments  that  limit  single 
family  developments  to  one  acre  lots  and  other  type 
developments  to  12%  built-upon  area  and  are  located  at 
least  30  feet  from  surface  waters; 


2)  High  Density  Option:  developments  of  higher  density 
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than  those  described  for  the  Low  Density  Option  are 
allowed  if  stormwater  control  systems  which  are  wet 
detention  ponds  designed  to  control  the  runoff  from  all 
built-upon  areas  generated  from  one  inch  of  rainfall 
are  properly  installed,  operated  and  maintained. 


Discharge  Restrictions: 

It  is  proposed  that  no  new  or  expanded  NPDES  permitted  discharges 
be  allowed  directly  to  the  segment  to  be  designated  as  ORW.  This 
is  consistent  with  the  standard  freshwater  ORW  management 
strategy  which  prohibits  new  or  expanded  discharges.  However, 
for  this  particular  reclassification,  it  is  also  proposed  that 
specific  requirements  designed  to  maintain  water  quality 
conditions  downstream  be  applied  to  all  new  or  expanded 
wastewater  discharges  in  upstream  areas.  (Expanded  discharges 
are  considered  those  that  increase  their  permitted  pollutant 
loading.)  The  proposed  requirements  which  would  be  applied  to 
all  new  or  expanded  discharges  in  the  New  River  Basin  upstream  of 
the  designated  ORW  segment  are  as  follows: 

1)  All  discharges  upstream  of  the  designated  ORW  will  be 
permitted  such  that  the  following  conditions  are  maintained 
in  the  ORW  segment: 

(a)  the  total  volume  of  treated  wastewater  for  all 
upstream  discharges  combined  will  not  exceed  50  percent 
of  the  total  flow  in  the  designated  ORW  segment  under 
low  flow  (7Q10)  conditions / 

(b)  a  safety  factor  will  be  applied  to  any  chemical 
allocation  such  that  the  effluent  limitation  for  a 
specific  chemical  constituent  will  be  the  more 
stringent  of  either  the  limitation  that  would  normally 
be  applied  at  the  point  of  discharge,  or  the  limitation 
that  would  be  given  to  the  discharger  if  it  had  to  meet 
one-half  of  the  normal  standard  at  the  upstream  border 
of  the  ORW  segment  (see  Figure  1.  on  page  9  for  an 
example) ; 

(c)  a  safety  factor  will  be  applied  to  any  discharge  of 
complex  wastewater  (those  containing  or  potentially 
containing  toxicants,  such  as  process  industrial 
wastewater  or  wastewater  from  plants  receiving  process 
wastewater  from  an  industry)  to  protect  for  chronic 
toxicity  in  the  ORW  segment  by  setting  the  whole 
effluent  toxicity  limitation  at  the  higher  (more 
stringent)  percentage  effluent  determined  by  comparing 
the  percentage  effluent  at  the  point  of  discharge  and 
twice  the  percentage  effluent  if  the  discharge  were  at 
the  upstream  border  of  the  ORW  segment  (see  Figure  1. 
on  page  9  for  an  example) ; 
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2)  New  or  expanded  NPDES  permitted  wastewater  discharges 
located  upstream  of  the  designated  ORW  will  be  required  to 
meet  the  following  permit  limitations  and  conditions: 


(a)  Oxygen  Consuming  Wastes:  Effluent  limitations  will 
be  as  follows:  biochemical  oxygen  demand  =  5  mg/1,  and 
ammonia  =  2  mg/1; 

(b)  Total  Suspended  Solids:  Discharges  of  total 
suspended  solids  (TSS)  will  be  limited  to  effluent 
concentrations  of  10  mg/1  for  trout  waters  and  to  20 
mg/1  for  all  other  waters; 

(c)  Emergency  Requirements :  Failsafe  treatment  designs 
will  be  employed,  including  stand-by  power  capability 
for  entire  treatment  works,  dual  train  design  for  all 
treatment  components,  or  equivalent  failsafe  treatment 
designs; 

(d)  Nutrients:  Where  nutrient  overenrichment  is 
projected  to  be  a  concern,  appropriate  effluent 
limitations  will  be  set  for  phosphorus  or  nitrogen,  or 
both . 


PROPOSED  RECLASSIFICATION  OF  LOWER  OLD  FIELD  CREEK  AND  CALL  CREEK 
(WEST  PRONG  OLD  FIELD  CREEK) 

Introduction 


As  part  of  DEM' s  water  quality  studies  in  the  New  River  Basin,  it 
was  determined  that  the  lower  portion  of  Old  Field  Creek  and  the 
entirety  of  Call  Creek  (West  Prong  Old  Field  Creek)  warrant  the 
assignment  of  an  Excellent  water  quality  rating.  A  habitat 
evaluation  of  Old  Field  Creek  upstream  of  the  confluence  of  Call 
Creek  indicates  that  due  to  nonpoint  pollution  source  impacts, 
this  segment  would  not  receive  an  Excellent  rating.  In  addition 
to  the  water  quality  studies,  fisheries  investigations  have 
revealed  that  reproducing  populations  of  brook  and  brown  trout 
exist  in  this  watershed.  An  electrofishing  sample  taken  in  Call 
Creek  exposed  a  large  number  of  relatively  large  brook  trout. 

This  is  considered  to  be  an  outstanding  fishery  resource. 

Proposal 


Call  Creek  (West  Prong  Old  Field  Creek)  from  its  source  to  Old 
Field  Creek,  and  Old  Field  Creek  from  the  confluence  of  Call 
Creek  to  the  South  Fork  New  River  is  proposed  for 
reclassification  from  Class  C  Trout  to  Class  C  Trout  ORW.  The 
ORW  management  strategy  that  would  be  applied  to  these  waters  is 
contained  in  the  next  section.  Because  this  is  a  small  watershed 
with  upstream  waters  that  do  not  qualify  for  ORW  designation,  it 
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is  also  proposed  that  the  ORW  management  strategy  be  applied  to 
Old  Field  Creek  from  its  source  to  Call  Creek,  even  though  these 
waters  would  not  be  olassified  as  ORW,  in  order  to  protect  the 
excellent  water  quality  and  the  resource  value  of  the  downstream 
ORW  waters.  The  map  on  page  11  provides  a  visual  description  of 
this  proposal. 


Management  Strategy  Proposed 


As  proposed  above,  the  following  standard  ORW  management  strategy 
w^ould  be  applied  to  the  entire  Old  Field  Creek  watershed. 

Stormwater  Controls : 

New  developments  that  are  located  within  the  watershed  of  ORWs, 
and  that  require  a  Sediment /Erosion  Control  Plan  from  the 
Division  of  Land  Resources  must  comply  with  one  of  the  following 
two  options.  Projects  which  disturb  one  acre  of  land  are 
required  to  obtain  Sediment /Erosion  Control  Plans.  (Local 
governments  with  an  approved  sediment  control  program  can  require 
these  plans  for  projects  disturbing  less  than  an  acre.)  Projects 
which  are  not  required  to  obtain  a  Sediment /Erosion  Control  Plan, 
such  as  single  family  owners  building  a  single  family  dwelling  on 
their  own  lot,  are  not  required  to  comply  with  this  stormwater 
control  strategy.  For  those  projects  which  must  comply,  there 
are  two  options  available,  as  follow: 

1)  Low  Density  Option:  developments  that  limit  single 
family  developments  to  one  acre  lots  and  other  type 
developments  to  12%  built-upon  area  and  are  located  at 
least  30  feet  from  surface  waters; 

2)  High  Density  Option:  developments  of  higher  density 
than  those  described  for  the  Low  Density  Option  are 
allowed  with  the  utilization  of  wet  detention  ponds 
designed  to  control  the  runoff  from  all  built-upon 
areas  generated  from  one  inch  of  rainfall. 


Wastewater  Discharge  Restrictions: 

In  waters  classified  as  ORW,  no  new  or  expanded  discharges  are 
allowed . 


PROPOSED  RECLASSIFICATION  OF  BOONE  FORK 

Introduction 


In  1989  DEM  received  a  request  for  the  ORW  designation  of  Boone 
Fork  in  the  Watauga  River  Basin.  This  stream  and  all  of  its 
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tributaries  were  classified  HQW  effective  August  1,  1990  based 
upon  their  designation  as  Native  Trout  waters  by  the  Wildlife 
Resources  Commission  (WRC) .  Water  quality  investigations 
conducted  by  DEM  indicate  that  Boone  Fork  merits  an  Excellent 
rating.  Based  on  this  rating,  its  native  trout  designation  from 
the  WRC,  and  its  being  an  important  component  of  the  Julian  Price 
Memorial  Park  and  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway,  the  entire  Boone  Fork 
catchment  qualifies  for  designation  as  ORW. 


Proposal 


Boone  Fork  from  its  source  to  the  Watauga  River  including  all 
tributaries  is  proposed  for  reclassification  from  Classes  C  HQW 
and  C  Trout  HQW  to  Classes  C  ORW  and  C  Trout  ORW  (see  map  on  page 
12) .  The  management  strategy  that  is  applied  to  waters 
designated  ORW  can  be  found  in  the  following  section. 

Management  Strategy  Proposed 

The  following  standard  ORW  management  strategy  is  proposed  for 
the  Boone  Fork  watershed. 

Stormwater  Controls: 

New  developments  that  are  located  within  the  watershed  of  ORWs, 
and  that  require  a  Sediment /Erosion  Control  Plan  from  the 
Division  of  Land  Resources  must  comply  with  one  of  the  following 
two  options.  Projects  which  disturb  an  acre  of  land  are  required 
to  obtain  Sediment/Erosion  Control  Plans.  (Local  governments 
with  an  approved  sediment  control  program  can  require  these  plans 
for  projects  disturbing  less  than  an  acre.)  Projects  which  are 
not  required  to  obtain  a  Sediment /Erosion  Control  Plan,  such  as 
single  family  owners  building  a  single  family  dwelling  on  their 
own  lot,  are  not  required  to  comply  with  this  stormwater  control 
strategy.  For  those  projects  which  must  comply,  there  are  two 
options  available,  as  follow: 

1)  Low  Density  Option:  developments  that  limit  single 
family  developments  to  one  acre  lots  and  other  type 
developments  to  12%  built-upon  area  and  are  located  at 
least  30  feet  from  surface  waters; 

2)  High  Density  Option:  developments  of  higher  density 
than  those  described  for  the  Low  Density  Option  are 
allowed  with  the  utilization  of  wet  detention  ponds 
designed  to  control  the  runoff  from  all  built-upon 
areas  generated  from  one  inch  of  rainfall. 

Wastewater  Discharge  Restrictions: 

In  waters  classified  as  ORW,  no  new  or  expanded  discharges  are 
allowed . 
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Figure  1.  Example  of  proposal  for  the  application  of  specific 

chemical  limits  to  new  or  expanded  wastewater  discharges 
upstream  of  the  South  Fork  New/New  River  ORW  segments. 
(Chronic  toxicity  limits  would  be  applied  similarly). 

(Stream  flow  is  represented  in  millions  of  gallons  per  day  (MGD).) 


At  site  (A),  the  effluent  limitation  for  chemical  x  would 
be  assigned  based  on  the  number  derived  at  the 
point  of  discharge.  This  is  be¬ 
cause  the  much  lower 
flow  at  the  discharge 
point  would  result  in 
a  more  stringent  limit 
than  the  limit  that  would 
be  assigned  based  on  1/2 
the  standard  at  the  ORW 
segment  where  the  flow 

is  high.  Stream  flow 


100  MGD 


Stream  flow  =  1  MGD 


Upstream  border  of 
ORW  segment  (g) 

Stream  flow  =  101  MGD 


At  site  (B),  the  effluent  limitation 
for  chemical  x  would  be  assigned 
based  on  the  number  derived  using 
1/2  the  standard  at  the  ORW  segment. 
This  is  because  the  difference  between 
the  flow  at  the  discharge  point  and  the 
flow  at  the  ORW  segment  is  so  small, 
that  the  utilization  of  1/2  of  the 
standard  becomes  the  critical  factor. 
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Proposed  ORW 


Proposed  Additional 
Management  Strategy 


New  River  Basin 
Ashe  County 


OLD  FIELD  CREEK 
AND  CALL  CREEK 
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Table  1.  Listing  of  proposed  amendments  to  15A  NCAC  2B  .0216(e)  to 
be  considered  at  March  17,  1992  public  hearing  in  Boone, 
NC.  (Underlining  indicates  new  text.) 


.0216  OUTSTANDING  RESOURCE  WATERS 

(e)  Listing  of  Waters  Classified  ORW  with  Specific  Actions, 
ers  classified  as  ORW  with  specific  actions  to  protect 
eptional  resource  values  are  listed  as  follows: 

( 4 )  South  Fork  New  and  New  Rivers  ORW  Area  (New  River 

Basin)  (Index  Nos.  10-1-33.5  and  101 :  the  following 

manaae.ment  strategies,  in  addition  to  the  discharge 
requirements  specified  in  Rule  .0216(c) (1),  will  be 

applied  to  protect  the  designated  ORW  areas: 

(A)  Stormwater  controls  described  in  Rule  .0216(c)  (1) 


will 

apply  within  one  mile  and  draining  to  the 

designated  ORW  areas; 

New 

or  expanded  NPDES  permitted  wastewater 

discharges  located  upstream  of  the  designated  ORW 

will 

be  permitted  such  that  the  following  water 

quality  standards  are  maintained  in  the  ORW 

segment : 

lil 

the  total  volume  of  treated  wastewater  for 

all  upstream  discharges  combined  will  not 

exceed  50  percent  of  the  total  instream  flow 

in  the  designated  ORW  under  7010  conditions; 

(ii) 

a  safety  factor  will  be  applied  to  any 

chemical  allocation  such  that  the  effluent 

limitation  for  a  specific  chemical 

constituent  will  be  the  more  stringent  of 

either  the  limitation  allocated  under  design 

conditions  for  the  normal  standard  at  the 

point  of  discharge,  or  the  limitation 

allocated  under  design  conditions  for  one- 

half  the  normal  standard  at  the  upstream 

border  of  the  ORW  segment; 

)  a  safety  factor  will  be  applied  to  any 

discharge  of  complex  wastewater  (those 

containing  or  potentially  containing 
toxicants)  to  protect  for  chronic  toxicity 

in  the  ORW  segment  by  setting  the  whole 

effluent  toxicity  limitation  at  the  higher 

(more  stringent )  percentage  effluent 

determined  under  design  conditions  for 
either  the  instream  effluent  concentration 

at  the  point  of  discharge  or  twice  the 
effluent  concentration  calculated  as  if  the 
discharge  were  at  the  upstream  border  of  the 

ORW  segment; 
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(C)  New  or  expanded  NPDES  permitted  wastewater 


discharges  located  upstream  of  the  designated  ORW 

will  comply  with  the  following : 


( i )  Oxygen  Consuming  Wastes:  Effluent 
limitations  will  be  as  follows:  BOD  =  5 

mg/1,  and  NH3-N  =  2  mg/1; 

(ii)  Total  Suspended  Solids:  Discharges  of  total 


suspended  solids  (TSS)  will  be  limited  to 

effluent  concentrations  of  10  mg/1  for  trout 

waters  and  to  20  mg/1  for  all  other  waters; 
(iii)  Emergency  Requirements:  Failsafe  treatment 

designs  will  be  employed,  including  stand¬ 

by  power  capability  for  entire  treatment 
works,  dual  train  design  for  all  treatment 

components ,  or  eauiyalent  failsafe  treatment 


(  jy  ; 


designs; 

Nutrients 


Where  nutrient  overenrichment  is 


projected  to  be  a  concern,  appropriate 

effluent  limitations  will  be  set  for 

phosphorus  or  nitrogen,  or  both. 

(D )  All  expanded  NPDES  wastewater  discharges  upstream 

of  the  designated  ORW  will  be  required  to  provide 


the  treatment 

described 

in  part  4 (C) 

of  this 

Rule,  except 

for  those 

existing  discharges  which 

expand  with  no  increase 

in  permitted 

pollutant 

loading . 

131  Old  Field  Creek  (New  River  Basin)  :  the  undesignated 

portion  of  Old  Field  Creek  (from  its  source  to  Call 

Creek)  shall  comply  with  Rule  .0216(c)  of  this  Section 

in  order  to  protect  the  designated  waters  as  per  Rule 

.0203  of  this  Section . 


History  Note:  Statutory  Authority  G.S.  143-214.1; 

Eff. February  1,  1986; 

Amended  Eff.  August  1,  1992;  January  1,  1990; 
October  1,  1989;  May  1,  1989. 
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Table  1.  Water  Quality  Standards  For  Freshwater  Classifications 

More  Stringent 


Standards 

For  All 

Standards  To  Support 

Parameters 

Freshwater 

Additional  Uses 

Aquatic 

Human 

Life 

Health 

ws  Classes  Trout 

Arsenic  ( ug  1 ) 

50 

Barium  (mg,l) 

1.0 

Eentene  ( ug/ 1 ) 

71 . 4 

1.19 

Beryllium  ( ng/ 1 ) 

117 

6.8 

Cadmium  ( uo. 1 ) 

2.0 

0.4 

Carbon  tetrachloride  (ug/1) 

4.42 

0.254 

Chloride  (mg/1) 

230  (AL) 

250 

Chlorinated  bencenes  (ug/1) 

488 

Chlorine,  total  residual  (ug/1) 

17  (AL) 

17 

Chlorophyll  a,  corrected  (ug/1) 

40  (N) 

15  (N) 

Chromium,  total  (ug/1) 

50 

Conform,  total  ( MFTCC/ 100ml ) 

50  (N)(2) 

Coliform,  fecal  ( MFTCC/lOOral ) 

200  (N) 

Copper  (ug/1) 

7  (AL) 

Cyanide  (ug/1) 

5.0 

Dioxin  (ngh) 

0.000014 

0.000013 

Dissolved  gases 

(N) 

Dissolved  oxygen  (mg/1) 

5.0  (Sw)(l) 

6.0 

Fluoride  (mg/1) 

1.8 

Hardness,  total  (mg/1) 

100 

Hexachlorobutadiene  ,(ug/l) 

49.7 

0.445 

Iron  (mg/1) 

1.0  (AL) 

Lead  (ug/1) 

25  (N) 

Manganese  (ug/1) 

50  (WSII  &  111:200) 

MBAS  (ug/1) 

500 

(Methylene-Blue-Active  Substances ) 

- 

Mercury  (ug/1) 

0.012 

Nickel  (ug/1) 

88 

25 

Nitrate  nitrogen  (mg/1) 

10 

Pesticides 

Aldrin  (ng/1) 

2.0 

0.136 

0.127 

Chlordane  (ng/1) 

4.0 

0.588 

0.575 

DDT  (ng/1) 

1.0 

0.591 

0.588 

Demeton  (ng/1) 

100 

Dieldrin  (ng/1) 

2.0 

0.144 

0.135 

Endosulfan  (ng/1) 

50 

Endrin  (ng/1) 

2.0 

Guthion  (ng/1) 

10 

Heptachlor  (ng/1) 

4.0 

0.214 

0.208 

Lindane  (ng/1) 

10 

Methoxychlor  (ng/1) 

30 

Mirex  (ng/1) 

1.0 

Parathion  (ng/1) 

13 

Toxaphene  (ng/1) 

0.2 

2,4-D  (ug/1) 

100 

2,4,5-TP  (Silvex)  (ug/1) 

10 

pH  (units) 

6. 0-9.0  (Sw) 

Phenolic  compounds  (ug/1) 

(N) 

1.0  (N) 

Polychlorinated  biphenyls  (ng/1) 

1.0 

0.079 

Polynuclear  aromatic 

hydrocarbons  (ng/1) 

31.1 

2.8 

Radioactive  substances 

(N) 

Selenium  (ug/1) 

5 

Silver  (ug/1) 

0.06  (AL) 

Solids,  total  dissolved  (mg/1) 

SOO 

Solids,  suspended 

(H) 

Sulfates  (mg/1) 

250 

Temperature 

(N) 

Tetrachloroethane  (1,1, 2, 2)  (ug/1) 

10.8 

0.172 

Tetrachloroethylene  (ug/l) 

0.8 

Toluene  (ug/1) 

11 

0.36 

Toxic  Substances 

(H) 

Trialkyltin  (ug/1) 

0.008 

Trichloroethylene  (ug/1) 

92.4 

3.08 

Tdibidity  (NTU) 

50;  25  (N) 

10  (N) 

Vinyl  chloride  (ug/1) 

525 

2 

Zinc  (ug/1) 

50  (AL) 

Note:  (N)  See  2B  .0211  (b),  (c) 

,  (d) ,  or 

(e)  for  narrative  description 

of  limits. 


(XL)  Values  represent  action  levels  as  specified  in 
.0211  {b)(4). 

(Sw)  Designated  swamp  waters  may  have  a  pH  as  low  as  <.3  and 
dissolved  oxygen  less  than  5.0  mg/i  if  due  to  natural 
conditions . 

(1)  Xn  Instantaneous  reading  may  be  as  low  as  4.0  ug/1  but 
the  daily  average  must  be  5.0  ug/ 1  or  more. 

(2)  Applies  only  to  unfiltered  water  supplies. 
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PROPOSED  AMENDHEirr  TO  THE  NEW  RIVER  BASIN 
SCHEDDLE  OF  CLASSIFICATIONS  AS  REFERENCED  IN  TITLE  15A 
NORTH  CAROLINA  ADMINISTRATr;E  CODE  2B  .0307 


Name  of  Stream 

Description 

Existing 

Class 

Description  ( 
Proposed  Segi 

NEW  RIVER  (North  Carolina 
Portion) 

From  confluence  of  North  and  South 
Forks  New  River  to  the  last  point  at 
which  it  crosses  the  North  Carolina- 
Virginia  State  Line 

C  HQW 

same 

South  Fork  New  River 

From  confluence  of  Middle  Fork  South 

Fork  New  River  and  East  Fork  South 

Fork  New  River  to  Winkler  Creek 

ws-in 

same 

Middle  Fork  South  Fork  New 
River  (Chetola  Lake) 

From  source  to  Brown  Branch 

c 

same 

Stringfellow  Branch 
(Bass  Lake) 

From  source  to  Chetola  Lake,  Middle 
Fork  South  Fork  New  River 

c 

same 

Flattop  Branch 

From  source  to  Dam  at  Blowing  Rock 

Raw  Water  Supply  Reservoir 

ws-m  Tr 

same 

Flattop  Branch 

From  Dam  at  Blowing  Rock  Raw  Water 
Supply  Reservoir  to  Middle  Fork 

South  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

Penley  Branch 

From  source  to  Blowing  Rock  Auxiliary 
Raw  Water  Supply  Intake 

ws-m 

same 

Penley  Branch 

From  Blowing  Rock  Auxiliary  Raw  Water 
Supply  Intake  to  Middle  Fork  South 

Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

Unnamed  Tributary  to 
Penley  Branch 

From  source  to  Camp  Catawba  Bathing 

Lake  Dam 

B 

same 

Unnamed  Tributary  to 
Penley  Branch 

From  Camp  Catawba  Bathing  Lake  Dam 
to  Penley  Branch 

C 

same 

Sumpter  Cabin  Creek 

From  source  to  Middle  Fork  South 

Fork  New  River 

c 

same 

Middle  Fork  South  Fork 

New  River 

From  Brown  Branch  to  Boone  Dam 
of  Appalachian  State  University 

ws-m  Tr 

same 

brown  Branch 

From  source  to  Middle  Fork  South 

Fork  New  River 

ws-m  Tr 

same 

Aho  Branch 

From  source  to  Middle  Fork  South  Fork 

New  River 

ws-m  Tr 

same 

Dick  Green  Branch 

From  source  to  Aho  Branch 

ws-m  Tr 

same 

Moore  Branch 

From  source  to  Middle  Fork  South  Fork 

New  River 

ws-m  Tr 

same 

Greer  Branch 

From  source  to  Middle  Fork  South  Fork 

New  River 

ws-m  Tr 

same 

Elrod  Branch 

From  source  to  Middle  Fork  South  Fork 

New  River 

ws-m  Tr 

same 

Goldmine  Branch 

From  source  to  Middle  Fork  South  Fork 

New  River 

ws-m  Tr 

same 

Payne  Branch 

From  source  to  Middle  Fork  South  Fork 

New  River 

ws-m  Tr 

same 

Middle  Fork  South  Fork 

From  Boone  Dam  of  Appalachian  State 

ws-m 

same 

Proposed 

Class 

C  ORW 

ws-m  + 

c  + 

c  + 

ws-m  Tr  + 

C  Tr  + 

ws-m  + 

c  + 

B  + 

C  + 

C  + 

ws-m  Tr  + 

ws-m  Tr  + 

ws-m  Tr  + 

ws-m  Tr  + 
ws-m  Tr  + 

ws-m  Tr  + 

ws-m  Tr  + 

ws-m  Tr  + 

ws-m  Tr  + 

ws-m  + 
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PROPOSED  AHLWEMENT  TO  THE  NEW  RIVER  BASIN 
SCHEDULE  OF  CLASSIEICATIClNS  AS  REFERENCED  IN  TITLE  15A 
NORTH  CAROLINA  ADMINISTRATIVE  CODE  2B  .0307 


Naae  of  Strean 

Description 

Existing 

Class 

Description  of 
Proposed  Segment 

Proposed  1 
Class  ' 

New  River 

University  to  South  Fork  New  River 

East  Fork  South  Fork  New 

From  source  to  Watauga  County  SR  1524 

WS-in  Tr 

same 

ws-in  Ti| 

River  i 

Sandpit  Branch  (Sawpit 
Branch) 

From  source  to  East  Fork  South  Fork 

New  River 

WS-m  Tr 

same 

WS-in  Ti' 

Laurel  Branch 

From  source  to  East  Fork  South  Fork 

New  River 

WS-m  Tr 

same 

WS-m  Tr 

Days  Creek 

From  source  to  East  Fork  South  Pork 

New  River 

WS-in  Tr 

gamp 

WS-m  Tr 

Goshen  Branch 

From  source  to  Days  Creek 

WS-m  Tr 

same 

WS-m  Tr:' 

Storey  Branch 

Frcm  source  to  Goshen  Branch 

WS-m  Tr 

same 

WS-m  Tr 

Raccoon  Branch 

From  source  to  East  Fork  South  Fork 

Hew  River 

WS-m  Tr 

same 

WS-m  Tr: 

J'atney  Branch 

From  source  to  East  Fork  South  Fork 

New  River 

WS-m  Tr 

same 

WS-m  Tr 

East  Fork  South  Fork  New 

River 

Frcm  Watauga  County  SR  1524  to  South 
Fork  New  River 

WS-m 

same 

WS-m  Tr:i 

South  Fork  New  River 

From  Winkler  Creek  to  Elk  Creek 

C 

same 

C  + 

Winkler  Creek 

From  Boone  Water  Supply  Intake  Dam  to 
Watauga  County  SR  1549 

WS-m  Tr 

same 

WS-m  Tr  ! 

Flannery  Fork  (Trout  Lake)  From  source  to  Dam  at  Camp  Sky  Ranch 

Bathing  Lake 

B  Tr 

same 

B  Tr  + 

Flannery  Fork 

From  Dam  at  Can?)  Sky  Ranch  Bathing 

Lake  to  Winkler  Creek 

WS-m  Tr 

gamp 

WS-m  Tr  1 

Winkler  Creek 

From  Watauga  County  SR  1549  to  South 
Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Boone  Creek 

From  source  to  Winkler  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  +  1 

Hodges  Creek 

From  source  to  Boone  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Hardin  Creek 

Frcm  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

C  + 

Perkins  Branch 

From  source  to  Hardin  Creek 

C 

same 

C  + 

Mutton  Creek  (Rocky  Knob 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Creek) 

Rocky  Branch 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Brown  Branch 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Norris  Branch,  including 
the  raw  water  holding 
reservoir  below  normal 

From  source  to  the  Appalachian 

State  University  Raw  Water  Holding 
Reservoir  Dam 

WS-m  Tr 

same 

WS-m  Tr 

reservoir  elevation 

Norris  Branch 

From  the  Appalachian  State  Uni¬ 
versity  Raw  Water  Holding  Reservoir 

Dam  to  Howard  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

i 

Meat  Camp  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Little  Creek 

From  source  to  Meat  Canip  Creek 

C  Tr 

'  same 

C  Tr  + 

Norris  Fork 

From  source  to  Meat  r^mp  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Cobb  Creek 

From  source  to  Meat  c^imp  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 
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PROPOSED  AMENDMerr  TO  THE  NEW  RIVER  BASIN 
SCHEDULE  OF  CLASSIFICATIONS  AS  REFERENCED  IN  TITLE  15A 
NORTH  CAROLINA  ADMINISTRATIVE  CODE  2B  .0307 


Name  of  Stream 

Description 

Existing 

Class 

Description  of 
Proposed  Segment 

Proposed 

Class 

Rittle  Fork  (Kittle  Creek)  From  source  to  Meat  Camp  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr 

+ 

Pine  Run 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr 

+ 

Thaxon  Creek  (Tharton 

From  south  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

C  + 

Creek) 

Laxon  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

C  + 

Pine  Branch 

From  source  to  Laxon  Creek 

C 

same 

C  + 

Grassy  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

C  + 

Elk  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr 

+ 

Pine  Orchard  Creek 

From  source  to  Elk  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr 

Little  Elk  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

C  + 

Meadow  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

C  + 

Mill  Creek  (Grassy  Creek) 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr 

+ 

Cranberry  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

C  + 

Rocky  Shoal  Branch  (Mill 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

c  + 

Creek) 

Couches  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

c  + 

Old  Field  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

From  source  to 

C  Tr 

+ 

Call  Creek 

From  Call  Creek 

C  Tr 

ORW 

to  South  Fork  New 

River 

Call  Creek  (West  Prong 

From  source  to  Old  Field  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr 

ORW 

Old  Field  Creek) 

Gap  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr 

+ 

Little  Gap  Creek 

From  source  to  Gap  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr 

+ 

Pine  Swamp  Creek  (Pine 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

C  + 

Swamp) 

East  Fork  Pine  Swamp  Creek  From  source  to  Pine  Swan?)  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr 

+ 

West  Fork  Pine  Swamp  Creek  From  source  to  Pine  Swamp  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr 

+ 

Wolfpen  Creek 

From  source  to  West  Fork  Pine  Swamp 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr 

+ 

Creek 

Beaver  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr 

Cole  Branch 

From  source  to  Beaver  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr 

+ 

South  Beaver  Creek 

From  source  to  Beaver  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr 

+ 

(Lake  Ashe) 

Obids  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr 

+ 

bear  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr 

+ 

Creasey  Branch 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

C  + 

Roan  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr 

+ 

Naked  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

C  + 

Ezra  Fork 

From  source  to  Naked  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr 

+ 

Little  Naked  Creek 

From  source  to  Naked  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr 

+ 

Potter  Branch 

From  source  to  Naked  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr 

+ 

Dog  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr 

+ 

South  Fork  New  River 

From  Dog  Creek  to  New  River 

B  HQW 

same 

6  ORU 
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PROPOSED  WSENTKDrr  TO  THE  NEW  RIVER  BASIN 
sOhEDULE  OF  CLASSIFICATIONS  AS  REFERENCED  IN  TITLE  15A 
NORTH  CAkOUNA  ATJOISTRATIVE  CODE  2B  .0307 


Existing 

Description  of 

Proposec 

Naae  of  Scream 

Description 

Class 

Proposed  Segment 

Class 

Silas  Branch 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

B 

same 

B  + 

Peak  Creek 

From  Water  Supply  Dam  at  Appalachian 
Sulphides,  Inc.  to  South  Fork  New 

River 

B  Tr 

same 

B  Tr  + 

Ore  Knob  Branch 

From  source  to  Peak  Creek 

B  Tr 

same 

B  Tr  + 

Little  Peak  Creek 

From  source  to  Peak  Creek 

B  Tr 

same 

B  Tr  + 

Nathans  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

B  Tr 

same 

B  Tr  + 

Long  Branch 

From  source  to  Nathans  Creek 

B  Tr 

same 

B  Tr  + 

Cranberry  Creek  (Mulberry 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

B  Tr 

same 

B  Tr  + 

Creek) 

Laurel  Fork 

From  source  to  Cranberry  Creek 

B  Tr 

same 

B  Tr  + 

Meadow  Fork 

From  source  to  Cranberry  Creek 

B  Tr 

same 

B  Tr  + 

Piney  Fork 

From  source  to  Cranberry  Creek 

B  Tr 

same 

B  Tr  + 

Maple  Branch 

From  source  to  Piney  Fork 

B  Tr 

same 

B  Tr  + 

Reeves  Branch 

From  source  to  Piney  Fork 

B  Tr 

same 

B  Tr  + 

Wolf  Branch 

From  source  to  Cranberry  Creek 

B  Tr 

same 

B  Tr  + 

Piney  Branch 

From  source  to  Cranberry  Creek 

B  Tr 

same 

B  Tr  + 

Beaver  Branch 

From  source  to  Cranberry  Creek 

B  Tr 

same 

B  Tr  + 

Prathers  Creek 

From  source  to  South  Fork  New  River 

B  Tr 

same 

B  Tr  + 

Crab  Fork 

From  source  to  Prathers  Creek 

B  Tr 

same 

B  Tr  + 

North  Fork  New  River 

From  source  to  Three  Top  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Mine  Branch 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Maine  Branch 

Frcm  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

South  Branch 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Snyder  Branch 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Rush  Branch 

Frcm  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Hoskin  Fork 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Doe  Branch 

From  source  to  Hoskin  Fork 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Wallace  Branch 

From  source  to  Hoskin  Fork 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Wilson  Branch 

From  source  to  Hoskin  Fork 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Brush  Fork 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Pine  Mountain  Branch 

From  source  to  Brush  Fork 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Rock  (Stone)  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Monkey  Branch 

From  source  to  Rock  (Stone  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Roundabout  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Graybeal  Branch 

From  source  to  Roundabout  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Cabbage  Creek 

Prom  source  to  Roundabout  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Unnamed  Tributary  to  North 
Fork  New  River  at  Knox 

Knitting  Co. 

From  source  to  North  Pork  New  River 

C 

same 

C  + 

North  Fork  New  River 

From  Three  Top  Creek  to  New  River 

C 

same 

C  + 

Three  Top  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Big  Branch 

From  source  to  Three  Top  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Ben  Bolen  Creek 

Frcm  source  to  Three  Top  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Long  hope  Creek 

From  source  to  Three  Top  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 
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PROPOSED  AMEIITOMENT  TO  THE  NEW  RIVES  BASIN 
SCHEDULE  OF  CLASSIFICATIONS  AS  REFERENCED  IN  TITLE  15A 
NORTH  CAROLINA  ADfGNISTRATIVE  CODE  2B  .0307 


Name  of  Stream 

Description 

Existing 

Class 

Description  of 
Proposed  Segment 

Proposed 

Class 

Big  Laurel  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

Dixon  Creek 

From  source  to  Big  Laurel  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

Kilby  Creek 

From  source  to  Big  Laurel  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

Woodard  Branch 

From  source  to  Big  Laurel  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

Cut  Laurel  Creek 

From  source  to  Big  Laurel  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

Swift  Branch 

From  source  to  Big  Laurel  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

Soup  Bean  Branch 

From  source  to  Big  Laurel  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

Roaring  Fork  (Roaring 

From  source  to  Big  Laurel  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

Fork  Creek) 

East  Fork  Roaring  Fork 

From  source  to  Roaring  Fork 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

Big  Branch 

From  source  to  Big  Laurel  Creek 

C  Tr 

c 

Tr  + 

Little  Laurel  Creek 

From  source  to  Big  Laurel  Creek 

C 

same 

c 

+ 

Rich  Hill  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

c 

Tr  + 

Copeland  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

c 

Tr  + 

MU  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Pork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

c 

Tr  + 

Sugar  Tree  Branch  (Sugar 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

c 

Tr  + 

Branch) 

Stagg  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

c 

Tr  + 

Buffalo  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  TT 

same 

c 

Tr  + 

Little  Buffalo  Creek 

From  source  to  Buffalo  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

c 

Tr  + 

Claybank  Creek 

From  source  to  Little  Buffalo  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

c 

Tr  + 

Big  Horse  Creek  (Horse 

From  source  to  North  Carolina -Virginia 

C  Tr 

same 

c 

Tr  + 

Creek) 

State  T.inp 

Big  Horse  Creek 

Frcm  lower  Ashe  County  SR  1361  to 

C  Tr 

same 

c 

Tr  + 

Ashe  County  SR  1353  at  Tuckerdale 

Little  WindfaU  Branch 

From  source  to  Big  Horse  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

c 

Tr  + 

Big  WindfaU  Branch 

From  source  to  Big  Horse  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

c 

Tr  - 

(WindfaU  Creek) 

Big  Horse  Creek  (Horse 

From  Ashe  County  SR  1353  at  Tucker- 

C 

same 

c 

+ 

Creek) 

dale  to  North  Fork  New  River 

Little  Horse  Creek 

From  source  to  Big  Horse  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

c 

Tr  + 

Mddle  Fork  Little  Horse 

From  source  to  Little  Horse  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

c 

Tr  + 

Creek 

South  Fork  Little  Horse 

From  source  to  Little  Horse  Creek 

C 

same 

c 

+ 

Creek 

Roaring  Branch 

From  source  to  South  Fork  Little 

C 

same 

c 

+ 

Horse  Creek 

Greer  Branch 

From  source  to  Roaring  Branch 

C 

same 

c 

+ 

Long  Branch 

From  source  to  Little  Horse  Creek 

C 

same 

c 

+ 

Old  Field  Branch  (Grass 

From  source  to  Big  Horse  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

c 

Tr  + 

Branch) 

Piney  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

c 

Tr  + 

Little  Piney  Creek 

From  source  to  Piney  Creek 

C 

same 

c 

+ 

Little  Phoenix  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

c 

Tr  + 

Silas  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

c 

Tr  + 
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PROPOSED  WE-VIMENT  TO  THE  NEW  RIVER  BASIN 
SCHEDULE  OF  CLASSIHCATIONS  AS  REFERENCED  IN  TITLE  15A 
NORTH  CAROLL'fA  AIMINISTRATTVE  CODE  2B  .0307 


Existing 

Description  of 

Propose 

Nane  of  Stream 

Description 

Class 

Proposed  Segment 

Class  1 

' 

Long  Shoals  Creek 

From  source  to  Norch  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  +  i 

Foster  Springs  Branch 

Fran  source  to  Long  Shoals  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  +  : 

Old  Field  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C 

same 

C  +  ! 

Helton  Creek 

From  North  Carolina-Virginia  State 
Line  to  North  Fork  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  +  , 

Fees  Branch 

From  North  Carolina-Virginia  State 
Line  to  Helton  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Lest  Branch 

From  source  to  Helton  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Jerd  Branch 

From  source  to  Helton  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Little  Helton  Creek 

From  North  Carolina-Virginia  State 

Line  to  Helton  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Shippy  Branch 

From  North  Carolina-Virginia  State 
Line  to  Little  Helton  Creek 

C 

same 

C  + 

Jones  Branch 

From  North  Carolina-Virginia  State 
Line  to  Little  Helton  Creek 

C 

same 

C  + 

Long  Branch 

Fran  North  Carolina-Virginia  State 
Line  to  Little  Helton  Creek 

C 

same 

C  + 

Hillpond  Branch 

From  source  to  North  Fork  New  River 

c 

same 

C  + 

Grassy  Creek 

From  North  Carolina-Virginia  State 
Line  to  New  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Piney  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Carolina- 
Virginia  State  Line 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Potato  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Carolina- 
Virginia  State  Line 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Elk  Creek 

From  source  to  U.S.  Hwy.  221 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Elk  Creek  (North  Carolina 

From  U.S.  Hwy.  221  to  New  River 

C 

same 

C  + 

Portion) 

Rock  Creek  (Rocky  Creek) 

From  source  to  New  River 

C 

same 

C  + 

Dog  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Carolina- 
Virginia  State  Line 

C 

same 

C  + 

Little  River  (Sparta  Lake) 

From  source  to  Dam  at  Sparta  Lake 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Evans  Branch 

From  source  to  Little  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Cheek  Branch 

From  source  to  Little  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Waterfalls  Creek 

From  source  to  Little  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Pine  Swamp  Creek 

From  source  to  Little  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

No  Head  Branch 

From  source  to  Pine  Swamp  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Little  River 

From  Dam  at  Sparta  Lake  to  N.C. 

Hwy.  18  Bridge 

C 

same 

C  + 

Bledsoe  Creek 

From  source  to  Little  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Vile  Creek 

From  source  to  Little  River 

C 

same 

C  + 

Glade  Creek 

From  source  to  Little  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Wolf  Branch 

From  source  to  Glade  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Brush  Creek 

From  source  to  Little  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Haynes  Branch 

From  source  to  Brush  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 

Laurel  Branch  (Laurel 

From  source  to  Brush  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C  Tr  + 
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PROPOSED  AMENDMENT  TO  THE  NEW  RIVER  BASIN 
SCHEDULE  OF  CLASSIHCATIONS  AS  REFERENCED  IN  TirLE  15A 
NORTH  CAROLINA  ADMINISTRATIVE  CODE  2B  .0307 


Name  of  Stream 

Description 

Existing 

Class 

Description  of 
Proposed  Segment 

Proposed 

Class 

Creek) 

Little  Glade  Creek 

From  source  to  Brush  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

Little  Glade  Millpond 

Entire  pond  and  connecting  stream  to 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

Rock  Branch 

Little  Glade  Creek 

From  source  to  Little  Glade  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

Big  Pine  Creek  (Crab 

From  source  to  Brush  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

Creek) 

Little  Pine  Creek 

From  source  to  Brush  Creek 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  + 

Moccasin  Creek 

From  source  to  Little  River 

C 

same 

C 

+ 

Crab  Creek 

From  source  to  Little  River 

C  Tr 

same 

C 

Tr  -*■ 

West  Fork  Chestnut  Creek 

From  source  to  North  Carolina- 

C 

same 

C 

+ 

Virginia  State  Line  (Tributary  to 
Chestnut  Creek) 


+  This  symbol  identifies  waters  that  are  subject  to  a  special  management  strategy  specified  in  15A  NCAC  2B  .0216, 
the  Outstanding  Resource  Waters  (ORW)  rule,  in  order  to  protect  downstream  waters  designated  as  ORW. 
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PROPOSED  AMENDMENT  TO  THE  WATADGA  RIVER  BASIN 
SCHEDOU  OF  CLASSIFICATIONS  AS  REFERENCED  IN  TITLE  15A 
NORTH  CAROLINA  ADMINISTRATIVE  CODE  2B  .0305 


Na.'ae  of  Strean 

Description 

Existing 

Class 

Description  of 
Proposed  Segment 

Propose 

Class 

Boone  Fork  (Price  Lake) 

From  source  to  Watauga  River 

C  Tr  HQW 

same 

C  Tr  ORl 

Cold  Prong 

Frcm  source  to  Boone  Fork 

C  Tr  HQW 

same 

C  Tr  ORl 

Laurel  Creek 

From  source  to  Price  Lake,  Boone  Fork 

C  Tr  HQW 

same 

C  Tr  ORt 

SLus  Creek  (Sims  Pond) 

From  source  to  Boone  Fork 

C  Tr  HQW 

same 

C  Tr  ORV 

Hoot  Camp  Branch 

From  source  to  Sims  Creek 

C  HQW 

same 

C  ORW 

Green  Branch 

From  source  to  Boone  Fork 

C  HQW 

same 

C  ORW 

Cannon  Branch 

From  source  to  Boone  Fork 

C  HQW 

same 

C  ORW 

Bee  Tree  Creek 

From  source  to  Boone  Fork 

C  HQW 

same 

C  ORW 
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LIST  OF  PEOPLE  ATTENDING  THE  PUBLIC  HEADING 
HELD  IN  BOONE,  NORTH  CAROLINA 

March  17,  1992 

This  hearing  was  held  on  behalf  of  the  Environmental 
Management  Commission  (EMC)  to  reclasify  the  New  River  and  lower 
South  Fork  New  River  and  Old  Field  Creek  in  the  New  River  Basin 
and  Boone  Fork  in  the  Watauga  River  Basin. 

Hearing  Officers 

Charles  Brady,  Member  of  the  Environmental  Management 
Commission 


Participating  Staff 

Suzanne  Keen,  Environmental  Specialist,  Water  Quality 
Planning  Branch,  Division  of  Environmental  Management,  Raleigh, 
North  Carolina 


Others  in  Attendance 


Shawn  Andrews,  New  River  Sports  Fishing  Association,  P.O.  Box 
160,  Sparta,  North  Carolina 

Meredith  Ballou,  Manager,  Town  of  Jefferson,  P.O.  Box  67, 
Jefferson,  North  Carolina 

Danny  Bridges,  Project  Engineer,  McGill  Associates,  38  Orange 
St.,  Asheville,  North  Carolina 

Annie  Brown,  Executive  Director,  National  Committee  for  the  New 
River,  P.O.  Box  1107,  Jefferson,  North  Carolina 
Nan  Chase,  Reporter,  Watauga  Democrat,  P.O.  Box  353,  Boone,  North 
Carolina 

Tim  Church,  Sewage  Treatment  Plant  Superintendent,  Town  of 
Jefferson,  P.O.  Box  67,  Jefferson,  North  Carolina 
Bill  Clark,  Rt.  1,  Box  404,  Lansing,  North  Carolina 
Claudia  Clark,  P.O.  Box  1004,  Blowing  Rock,  North  Carolina 
Larry  Coble,  Regional  Supervisor,  Division  of  Environmental 

Management,  Winston-Salem  Regional  Office,  Winston-Salem, 
North  Carolina 

Warren  P.  Coleman,  P.O.  Box  625,  Valle  Crucis,  North  Carolina 
Michael  Dixon,  General  Manager,  Jefferson  Landing,  P.O.  Box  110, 
Jefferson,  North  Carolina 

Richard  Doughton,  Attorney,  Alleghany  County,  P.O.  Box  249, 
Sparta,  North  Carolina 

Jon  Durham  Rt.  2,  Box  610,  Boone,  North  Carolina 
Kevin  Eudy,  P.O.  Box  15138,  Boone,  North  Carolina 
Gary  Fluegel,  Plant  Manager,  The  Gates  Rubber  Co.,  101  Gates 
Lane,  Jefferson,  North  Carolina 
Margaret  Foster,  Regional  Manager,  Department  of  Environment, 

Health  and  Natural  Resources,  Winston-Salem  Regional  Office, 
Winston-Salem,  North  Carolina 

Joe  Furman,  Planning  &  Inspection  Director,  Watauga  County, 
Courthouse  Box  7,  Boone,  North  Carolina 
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D.  Earl  Hightower,  Mayor,  Town  of  Jefferson,  P.O.  Box  158, 
Jefferson,  North  Carolina 

Jennie  W.  Hightower,  P.O.  Box  158,  Jefferson,  North  Carolina 
Terry  S.  Howell,  Rt.  3,  Box  479,  West  Jefferson,  North  Carolina 
Elizabeth  P.  Howell,  Rt.  3,  Box  479,  West  Jefferson,  North 
Carolina 

Ned  W.  Jestes,  Distriot  Supervisor,  Watauga  SWCD,  Rt.  1,  Box  368, 
Banner  Elk,  North  Carolina 

Ji.Ti  Johnston,  Environmental  Chemist,  Division  of  Environmental 
Management,  Winston-Salem  Regional  Office,  Winston-Salem, 
North  Carolina 

Jeanna  Kluttz,  P.O.  Box  13150,  Boone,  North  Carolina 
C.  B.  Larmon,  Rt .  1,  Box  102-E,  Glade  Valley,  North  Carolina 
Linda  M.  Lonon,  201  Eastbrook  Dr.,  Boone,  North  Carolina 
Alan  D.  McIntyre,  P.O.  Box  17282,  ASU,  Boone,  North  Carolina 
Lee  Q.  McMillan,  Shatley  Springs  Inn,  Rt.  1,  Box  64,  Crumpler, 
North  Carolina 

Larry  Neaves,  Plant  Engineer,  Gates  Rubber  Co.,  101  Gates  Lane, 
Jefferson,  North  Carolina 

Larry  R.  Norris,  Rt.  2,  Box  700,  Boone,  North  Carolina 
Russell  T.  Norris,  Rt.  2,  Box  700,  Boone,  North  Carolina 
Mary  Anne  Patterson,  Rt.  6,  Box  550,  Boone,  North  Carolina 
G.  Smith,  P.O.  Box  321,  Salisbury,  North  Carolina 
Joseph  Paul  Smith,  Rt.  4,  Box  614,  Banner  Elk,  North  Carolina 
George  Sudderth,  Director  of  Utilities,  Town  of  Boone,  P.O.  Box 
192,  Boone,  North  Carolina 

Ben  Suttle,  Town  of  Boone,  214  Dogwood  Rd.,  Boone,  North  Carolina 
Patricia  Thiel,  Sierra  Club,  P.O.  Box  1646,  Boone,  North  Carolina 
Misti  W.  Troy,  Boone  Fork  Stream  Watch,  Rt.  3,  Box  298,  Boone, 
North  Carolina 

Terry  Troy,  Boone  Fork  Stream  Watch,  Rt .  3,  Box  298,  Boone,  North 
Carolina 

Aiken  Tompkins,  P.O.  Box  2492,  Blowing  Rock,  North  Carolina 
Chris  Turner,  Blue  Ridge  Sierra  Club,  Rt .  4,  Box  398,  Banner  Elk, 
North  Carolina 

Fred  Walters,  P.O.  Box  69,  Jefferson,  North  Carolina 

Fred  Wilkie,  Rt.  1,  Box  709,  Deep  Gap,  North  Carolina 

Thomas  A.  Worth,  P.O.  Box  429,  West  Jefferson,  North  Carolina 


SKrpubhearlist/Newriver . 1st 
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WRITTEN  COPIES  OF  VERBAL  COMMENTS 

AND  WRITTEN  COMMENTS  RECEIVED  AT  THE  PUBLIC  HEARING 
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March  12,  1992 


Division  of  Environmental  Management 


Subject : 


Proposed  Outstanding  Resource 
Water  Designation  for  the  New  River 


GE 


Dear  Commision  Members: 

Please  consider  this  letter  as  an  objection  to  the  ORW  Designation.  We 
attended  the  March  2,  1992  meeting  of  the  Alleghany  County  Commissioners 
and  plan  to  attend  the  March  17,  1992  Public  Hearing  in  Boone. 


I 


My  neighbors  and  I  deeply  resent  your  consideration  of  a  request  by  a 
special  interest  group,  made  up  predominantly  of  residents  from  other 
counties,  to  legislate  laws  affecting  our  county. 

The  rights  of  landowners  to  freely  buy,  sell  or  develop  their  land  goes 
back  to  the  very  foundation  of  our  country.  While  farming  and  cattle 
operations  are  exempt  (and  rightfully  so)  from  regulations,  certain 
interest  groups  always  want  a  special  place  set  aside.  We  believe  in 
this,  and  numerous  State  Parks  along  the  New  River  provide  these  settings. 

Obviously  these  groups  want  to  restrict  development.  They  must  feel  it's 
all  right  to  develop  their  towns,  cities  and  housing  areas,  but  let's 
restrict  the  other  rural  and  mountain  areas  so  we  can  vacation  and  visit. 

In  truth,  there  is  very  little  development  and  construction  of  vacation 
homes  along  the  New  River.  Considering  the  cost  of  these  prime  sites, 
you  will  probably  never  see  any  high  density  housing.  Those  you  do  see 
are  expensive,  picturesque  and  well  kept  properties  that  enhance  and 
beautify  the  river.  Current  laws  are  sufficient  to  continue  responsible 
development . 

We  urge  your  efforts  be  directed  towards  the  past  and  current  polluted 
waters  and  areas  to  improve  their  quality.  Our  waters  are  clean  and 
protected. 


cc:  Alleghany  County  Commissioners 
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EVERETT: 

OULD  LIKE  TO  NOMINATE  BOONE  FORK  CREEK  IN  WATAUGA  CO.  FOR  THE  O.R.W,  PROGRAM. I 
3  STREAM  IS  ONE  THAT  WILL  MEET  THE  Sf/^w/miJANDWILL  EXHIBIT  THE  VALUES  NECESSARY 
TY.  FIRST  OF  ALL  LET  ME  REFRESH  YOU  A  BIT  ON  BOONE  FORK.  THE  DAMMING  OFTHIS  STREAM 
lEUE  RIDGE  PARKWAY  JUST  WEST  OF  BLOWING  ROCK, CREATED  JULIAN  C. PRICE  LAKE, ONE 
DST  SCENIC  AREAS  ALONG  THE  ENTIRE  COURSE  OF  THE  BLUE  RIDGE  PARKWAY.  JUST  TODAY, 
lEY  FROM  THE  N.C.  WILDLIFE  COMMISSION  WAS  ON  BOONE  FORK,  AND  AS  I  VISITED  WITH 
i3  INFORMED  ON  MONDAY  THE  2 2, THEY  ARE  GOING  TO  BE  DOING  SOME  TEST  TO  POSSIBLY 
;iE  STATUS  OF  THE  STREAM, TO  FLY' FISHING  ,CATCH  AND  RELEASE  ONLY.  IT  IS  CURRENT- 
)  AS  NAHVE  TROUT  STREAM, ONE  OF  ONLY  2  NATIVE  TROUT  STREAMS  IN  WATAUGA  CO. , 

^  BEING  HOWARDS  CREEK. 

C  FORK  IS  AN  IMPORTANT  COMPONNENT  OF  A  NATIONAL  PARK  OR  FOREST, FOR  IT  FLOWS 
HE  BLUE  RIDGE  PARKWAY.  THE  UPPER  REACHES  OF  BOONE  FORK  IS  STILL  THE  HOME- 
XUSIVE  BRCCK  TROUT. FEW, VERY  FIW,  STREAMS  HAVE  THE  WATER  QUALITY  FOR  THESE 
::  CREATURES  TO  SURVIVE.  THE  PICNIC  GROUNDS  ON  THE  PARKWAY  ADJACENT  TO  PRICE 
ON  BOONE  FORK. THERE'  S  A  BEAUTIFUL  HIKING  TRAIL  ALONG  BOONE  FORK  THAT  PARALLELS 
iRACKS  OF  THE  ORIGINAL  TWEETS  IE  RAILROAD.  THE  HEBRON  ROCKS  AND  WATER  FALLS 
[HUNDREDS  OF  HIKERS  ANNUALLY  VIA  THE  ROUTE  FROM  SHULL ’s  MILL  ROAD  AND  ALONG 
IMS  ITSELF.  IN  FACT  THE  FOLKS  FROM  "  MOUNTAIN  DEW"  SOFT  DRINK  CO. CHOSE  BOONE 
ITHE  FILMING  OF  ONE  OF  THEIR  T.V.  COMMERCIALS . SO  FOR  SURE  THERE  IS  AN  UNUSALLY 
IL  OF  WATER  BASED  RECREATION  IN  AND  ALONG  SIDE  BOONE  FORK. 

:  IS  CERTAINLY  A  STREAM  THAT  SHOULD  BE  GIVEN  CONSIDERATION  FOR  THE  OUTSTAND- 
IRCE  WATERS  PROGRAM  AND  I  VERY  RESPECTFULLY  SUBMIT  TO  YOU  FOR  EVALUATION 
(K  creek,  the  name  coming  from  a  nephew  of  DANIEL  BOONE  ,WHO  ESTABLISHED  THE 
EIDENCE  along  IT’S  BANKS. 


llRELY, 

^i:CH  CO-ORDINATOR 
F  CREEK 


! 

I 
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HOLIDAY  INN-’LENOIR 

142  Wilkesboro  Blvd  S  E  •  Lenoir.  North  Carolina  28645  •  704/758-4403 


March  12,  1992 


Divisicr.  of  Enviropjnental  Management 


Subject:  Proposed  Outstanding  Resource 

Water  Designation  for  the  Nev  R 


Please  consider  this  letter  as  an  objection  to  the  ORW  Designation.  We 
attended  the  March  2,  1992  meeting  of  the  Alleghany  County  Commissioners 
and  plan  to  attend  the  March  17,  1992  Public  Hearing  in  Boone. 

My  neighbors  and  I  deeply  resent  your  consideration  of  a  request  by  a 
special  interest  group,  made  up  predominantly  of  residents  from  other 
counties,  to  legislate  lavs  affecting  our  county. 

The  rights  of  landowners  to  freely  buy,  sell  or  develop  their  land  goes 
back  to  the  very  foundation  of  our  country.  While  farming  and  cattle 
operaticns  are  exempt  (and  rightfully  so)  from  regulations,  certain 
interest  groups  always  want  a  special  place  set  aside.  We  believe  in 
this,  and  numerous  State  Parks  along  the  New  River  provide  these  settings. 

Obviously  these  groups  want  to  restrict  development.  They  must  feel  it's 
all  right  to  develop  their  towns,  cities  and  housing  areas,  but  let's 
restrict  the  other  rural  and  mountain  areas  so  we  can  vacation  and  visit. 

In  truth,  there  is  very  little  developtaent  and  construction  of  vacation 
homes  along  the  New  River.  Considering  the  cost  of  these  prime  sites, 
you  will  probably  never  see  any  high  density  housing.  Those  you  do  see 
are  expensive,  picturesque  and  well  kept  properties  that  enhance  and 
beautify  the  river.  Current  laws  are  sufficient  to  continue  responsible 
development.. 

We  urge  your  efforts  be  directed  towards  the  past  and  current  polluted 
waters  and  areas  to  improve  their  quality.  Our  waters  are  clean  and 
protected. 

cc:  Alleghany  County  Commissioners 
ALLEGrl-i_\Y  RESIDENTS 
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i.arch  12,  19VZ 


Division  of  i-jivironi.isntal  iianat'ement 


oubjecu:  Proposed  Outstanaini'  liasource 

Water  Designation  for  tne  bew  River 


Dear  Conurdsion  neiuoers: 

Please  consider  tiiis  letter  as  an  objection  to  tne  ORw  Designation.  We 
attenaea  tne  harcii  2,  iyD2  (iieeting  of  tne  Allegliany  County  Coiniidssioners 
and  plan  to  attend  the  ilarch  17,  1992  Public  Hearing  in  Boone. 

liy  neighbors  and  I  deeply  resent  your  consideration  of  a  request  by  a 
special  interest  group,  nace  up  predominantly  of  residents  from  other 
counties,  to  legislate  lav/s  affecting  our  county. 

Ihe  rights  of  landotmers  to  freely  buy,  sell  or  develop  their  land  goes 
back  to  the  very  foundation  of  our  country.  While  far.ming  and  cattle 
operations  are  exempt  (and  rightfully  so)  from  regulations,  certain 
interest  groups  always  want  a  special  place  set  aside..  We  believe  in 
this,  and  numerous  State  Par.ks  along  the  dew  River  provina  tiiese  settings. 

Obviously  these  groups  want  to  restriet  development.  T'iiey  muse  feel  it's 
all  right  to  develop  their  towns,  cities  and  housing  areas,  but  let's 
restrict  the  otnar  rural  and  .mountain  areas  so  we  can  vacation  and  visit. 

In  truth,  there  is  vary  little  aevelopment  ana  construction  of  vacation 
homes  along  tne  New  River.  Considering  the  cost  of  these  prime  sites, 
you  will  probably  never  see  any  higii  density  housing.  I’hose  you  do  see 
are  expensive,  picturesque  and  well  kept  properties  tnat  eniiance  and 
beautify  tne  river.  Current  laws  are  sufficient  to  contiirce  rssponsiole 
development. 

We  urge  your  efforts  be  directed  towards  tne  past  and  current  polluted 
waters  and  areas  to  ibiprove  tlieir  quality.  Cur  waters  are  clean  and 
protected. 

cc:  Alleghany  County  Coramissioners 


ALLWiHANY  R&SIDRNTS 
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:.arcn  12,  1992 


livision  01  cjivircrxiencal  .lanai^emenc 


iubjecc;  Proposea  Outstanaing  llesource 

Water  Designation  for  tne  I'Jew  RivI: 

^  I 


L'ear  Coonision  hencers: 


Please  consider  this  latter  as  an  objection  to  tne  ORW  Designation,  we 
attencea  tne  harcn  2,  1992  Hieating  of  tne  Alleghany  County  Commissioners 
ana  plan  to  attend  the  March  17,  1992  Public  Hearing  in  Boone. 

hy  neighbors  and  I  deeply  resent  your  consideration  of  a  request  by  a 
special  interest  group,  mace  up  predominantly  of  residents  from  other 
counties,  to  legislate  laws  affecting  our  county. 

Ihe  rights  of  landowners  to  freely  buy,  sell  or  develop  their  land  goes 
cack  to  the'  very  founcation  of  our  country.  While  famiing  and  cattle 
operations  are  exempt  (and  rightfully  so)  from  regulations,  certain 
interest  groups  always  want  a  special  place  set  aside.  W^e  believe  in 
this,  ana  numerous  State  Parks  along  the  Hew  River  provide  these  settings. 


Ooviously  these  groups  want  to  restrict  asvelopiTient.  They  must  feel  it *3 
all  right  to  develop  their  towns,  cities  and  housing  areas,  but  let's 
restrict  the  otnar  rural  and  mountain  areas  so  we  can  vacation  and  visit. 

In  truth,  there  is  very  little  development  and  construction  of  vacation' 
homes  along  tne  New  River.  Considering  the  cost  of  these  prime  sites, 
you  will  probably  never  see  any  high  density  housing.  Those  you  do  see 
are  expensive,  picturesque  and  well  kept  properties  tnat  enhance  and 
beautify  tne 'river.  Current  laws  are  sufficient  to  continue  responsible 
developiuent. 

we  urge  your  efforts  be  directed  tevaras  the  past  and  current  polluted 
waters  and  areas  to  improve  their  quality.  Our  waters  are  clean  and 
protected. 

cc:  Alleghany  County  Commissioners 
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■'  cc^ 


cr  Envircninsn 


Subject:  Proccsed  Cutstar.dicg  Resource 
^rt'ater  Desi  — ation  for  the  Nev  ■ 


Seer  Corrjtision  Berbers: 


Please  consider  this  letter  as  ah  objection  to  the  CR^*  lesirnation. 

Itr  neighbors  and  I  deeply*  resent  your  consideration  of  a  request  by  a 
special  interest  group,  made  up  predcnidnantly  of  residents  from  other  ■ 
counties,  to  legislate  lavs  affecting  cur  county. 

Ihe  rights,  of  landovners  to  freely*  buy,  sell  or  develop  their  land  goes 
back  tO'  phe  vary  foundation  of  our  countig'.  ^vhile  farruing  and  cattle 
cperations  are  exempt  (and  rightfully  so)  from  reg'ulatitns,  certain 
interest  groups  alva3/s  vent  a  special  place  set  aside,  %'e  believe  in 
thus,  and  numerous  State  Parks  along  the  Xev  River  provide  these  settings. 

Cbviously  these  groups  vant  to  restrict  development.  They  must  feel  it's 
all  right  to  develop  their  tovns,  cities  and  housing  areas,  but  let.'s 
restric't  the  other  rural  and  mountain  araas_so  ve  can  .vataticn  and  visit. 

In  truth,  there  is  ver*  little 
homes  along  the  Nev  River.  Co 
you  vill  probably  never  see-  an 
are  e:-n:ensiYs,  picturesque  and 
beautify'the  "river.  Current  1 
development- 

urge  your  efforts  be  directed  tovards  the  past  and  current  polluted 
vaters  and  areas  to  Improve  their  quality.*.  Our  vaters  are  clean  and 
crotetted. 


development  and  construction  of  vacation 
nsidering  the  cost  of  these  prime  sites, 

,*■*  high  density  housing,  "nose  you  do  see 
veil  kept  properties  that  enhance  and 
avs  are  S"ufficient  to  continue  responsible 


cc:  Alleghany  County  CcmruLssicners 
A11Z3}{ANY  RESIDENTS 


’ive 
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Merer.  12.  1992 


Z.rvirorjT'.e.real 


.-.c 


Proposed  Curs  rending  Resource 
Varer  Desimerion  for  the  Nev  I 


hanbers : 


?l==se  consider  this  letter  as  an  objection  to  the  CRV  Designation. 

Ih'  neighbors  and  I  deeply  resent  your  consideration  of  a  request  by  a 
srecial  interest  group,  made  up  predcrninantly  of  residents  from  other  ■ 
ccunries,  to  legislate  lavs  affecting  our  county. 

The  rights  of  landovners  to  freely  buy,  sell  or  develop  their  land  goes 
bach  to  foundation  of  our  countiry.  Ivhile  faming  and  cattle  [ 

cceratiens  are  exe.mpt  (and  righrf'ully  so)  from  regulations,  certain 
interest  groups  alvays  want  a  special  place  set  aside,  'iv'e  believe  in 
this,  and  numerous  State  Parks  along  the  Xev  River  provide  these  settings..; 

Cbviousl^v’  these  groups  vant  to  restrict  development.  They  must  feel  it's  --j 
all  right  to  develop  their  tovns,  cities  and  housing  areas,  but  let.'s  ,  ' 

restrict  the  other  rural  and  mountain  areas  so  ve  can  vacation  and  visit. 

In  truth,  there  is  very  little  'development  and  construction  of  vacation 
hones  along  the  Nev  River.  Considering  the  cost  of  these  prime  sites, 

3*cu  vill  probably  never  see  any  high  density  housing.  Ihose  you  do  see 
are  e:cpensive,  picturesque  and  veil  kept  properties  that  enhance  and 
beautify  th-s  river.  Current  lavs  are  sufficient  to  continue  responsible 
development > 


Ne  urge  your  efforts  be  directed  tovards  the  past  and  current  polluted 
vaters  and  areas  to  improve  their  quality.  Our  waters  are  clean  and 
protected. 

cc:  Alleghany  County  Commissioners 
AllZl-hlOT  RESIDENTS 
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March  12,  1?92 


Division  of  Environmental  Management 

Subject:  Proposed  Outstanding  Resource 

;  Water  Designation  for  the  Nev  River 

If  Dear  Commision  Members: 

Please  consider  this  letter  as  an  objection  to  the  ORW  Designation.  We 
I  attended  the  March  2,  1992  meeting  of  the  Alleghany  County  Commissioners 

and  plan  to  attend  the  March  17,  1992  Public  Hearing  in  Boone. 

'  My  neighbors  and  I  deeply  resent  your  consideration  of  a  request  by  a 

special  interest  group,  made  up  predominantly  of  residents  from  other 
counties,  to  legislate  lavs  affecting  our  county. 

The  rights,  of  landovners  to  freely  buy,  sell  or  develop  their  land  goes 
back  to  the  very  foundation  of  our  country.  While  farming  and  cattle 
operations  are  exempt  (and  rightrully  sc)  from  regulations,  certain 
interest  groups  always  want  a  special  place  set  aside.  We  believe  in 
this,  and  numerous  State  Parks  along  the  Nev  River  provide  these  settings. 

Obviously  these  groups  want  to  restrict  development.  They  must  feel  it's 
all  right  to  develop  their  towns,  cities  and  housing  areas,  but  let's 
restrict  the  other  rural  and  mountain  areas  so  we  can  vacation  and  visit. 

In  truth,  there  is  very  little  development  and  construction  of  vacation 
homes  along  the  New  River.  Considering  the  cost  of  these  prime  sites, 
you  will  probably  never  see  any  high  density  housing.  Tnose  you  do  see 
are  expensive,  picturesque  and  well  kept  properties  that  enhance  and 
beautify  the  river.  Current  laws  are  sufficient  to  continue  responsible 
development.. 

We  urge  your  efforts  be  directed  towards  the  past  and  current  polluted 
waters  and  areas  to  improve  their  quality.  Our  waters  are  clean  and 
protected. 

cc:  Alleghany  County  Commissioners 


.■U.LEGHANY  RESIDENTS 
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The  Alleghany  County  Board  of  Commissioners  wishes  to  express 
its  position  regarding  the  proposed  reclassification  of  the  New 
River  in  Watauga,  Ashe  and  especially  Alleghany  County. 

As  citizens,  property  owners  and  duly  elected  officials  we 
strive  to  do  what  we  feel  is  best  for  the  entire  population  of 
Alleghany  County,  as  well  as  the  many  part  time  homeowners, 
numerous  absent  landowners  and  visitors  to  our  beautiful  county. 
We  Commissioners  have  always  taken  pride  in  our  responsibility  for 
management  and  protection  of  our  county  and  we  feel  very  disturbed 
that  the  State  of  North  Carolina  would  propose  new  regulations 
affecting  Alleghany  County  and  the  New  River  without  first 
informing  the  local  governments  of  such  request,  by  any  committee. 

The  State  of  North  Carolina  reacted  to  just  such  a  request  in 
1990  by  reclassifying  a  portion  of  the  New  River  designated  as  Wild 
and  Scenic  River  to  High  Quality  Water  (HQW)  to  protect  the 
integrity.  Now  less  that  two  years  after  the  New  River's  present 
classification  of  HQW,  a  new  request  from  a  preservation  committee 
to  upgrade  to  Outstanding  Resources  Water  (ORW)  has  been  presented. 
Requests  of  this  nature  should  come  through  the  Commissioners,  a 
position  that  has  been  bestowed  on  a  group  of  individuals  elected 
by  the  people  to  represent  their  county  of  residence. 
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We  were  concerned  when  the  present  HQW  designation  was 
adopted, but  with  the  States  responsibility  to  assure  compliance  we 
feel  this  regulation  sufficient  to  maintain  and  continually  insure 
clean  water  in  the  future. 

Other  concerns  with  the  present  revision  are  that  this 
classification  begins  some  25  to  30  miles  below  the  actual 
headwaters  of  the  river  and  eliminates  the  North  Fork  New  River 
entirely.  With  this  classification  beginning  so  far  from  the 
headwaters,  the  potential  for  pollutants  to  enter  the  stream  will 
surely  create  questions  for  the  State.  It  certainly  does  for  us, 
the  people  who  live  and  work  here. 

Alleghany  County  is  a  rural  farming  community  with  approxi¬ 
mately  80  dairies  and  numerous  beef  cattle  producers.  The 
Commissioners  had  been  concerned  with  the  possibility  of  non-point 
pollutants  in  our  streams  and  rivers,  therefore  we  approved  and 
implemented  the  new  position  of  Cost  Share  Technician  in  our  Soil 
and  Water  Conservation  Service.  This  person  works  throughout 
Alleghany  County  with  our  farmers  to  help  reduce  pollutants  in  our 
water.  This  program  has  been  very  active  and  received  favorable 
reports  from  the  communities.  We  feel  this  program  has  begun 
improving  water  quality  and  will  only  get  better  as  more  and  more 
farmers  are  served. 
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Alleghany  County  is  the  fifth  smallest  county  in  North 
Carolina  with  less  than  10,000  people  and  our  tax  base  must  help 
provide  all  the  facilities  and  services  required  by  local  govern¬ 
ments  today;  therefore,  we  must  utilize  all  means  available.  We 
have  authorized  various  types  of  fees,  purchased  property  for 
industrial  development  and  aided  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  in 
recruiting  an  executive  director  for  economic  development,  travel 
St  tourism,  and  community  improvement,  but  we  still  need  the  dollars 
that  the  "second  home  and  seasonal"  clients  can  provide.  Being  a 
taxpayer  in  a  small  county  I  am  concerned  when  land  is  removed  from 
the  tax  base  by  State  and  Federal  purchases  for  parks,  recreation, 
forest  and  other  activities.  This  continually  erodes  our  tax  base, 
putting  more  burden  on  the  remaining  taxpayers. 

We  have  encouraged  proper  utilization  of  our  land  and  feel 
developments  that  are  in  Alleghany  County  have  flourished  because 
of  it's  natural  beauty.  Development  would  not  be  prospering  if  it 
were  shoddy,  unattractive  or  destroyed  the  beauty  that  attracts 
people  to  the  area. 

Well  planned  development  is  an  attraction  in  itself  and  only 
enhances  the  natural  beauty  of  the  County.  We  feel  that  this 
proposed  classification  of  ORW  would  have  an  adverse  affect  on  some 
types  of  development  that  could  be  proposed  along  the  River. 


With  the  present  HQW 
protective  measures  to 
landowners  or  developers 
in  the  future. 


classification 
assure  water 
the  opportunity 


the  State  has 
quality  without 
to  utilize  their 


adequate 

denying 

property 


The  ALLEGHANY  COUNTY  COMMISSIONERS  strongly  oppose  the 
Outstanding  Resource  Water  classification  of  the  New  River. 
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FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 
Raleigh  Field  Office 
Post  Office  Box  33726 
Raleigh,  North  Carolina  27636-3726 


TAKE' 


United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 


March  11,  1992 


Dr.  George  T.  Everett,  Director 
Division  of  Environmental  Management 
Department  of  Environment, 

Health  and  Natural  Resources 
P.O.  Box  29535 

Raleigh,  North  Carolina  27626-0535 
Dear  Dr.  Everett; 


' A  '  f.'"  1  ^ 


^!Ai:  13  iS?2 


This  letter  is  in  regard  to  the  Notice  of  Public  Hearing  to 
reclassify  the  South  Fork  New  River  from  Dog  Creek  to  the  New 
River  and  all  portions  of  the  New  River  in  Ashe  and  Alleghany 
Counties,  North  Carolina. 


The  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  (Service)  concurs  with  the 
proposed  reclassification  of  the  waters  mentioned  above  from 
Classes  B  HQW  and  C  HQW  to  Classes  B  ORW  and  C  ORW.  The  ORW 
classification  is  in  support  of  the  Clean  Water  Act  of  1972,  to 
maintain  the  chemical,  physical  and  biological  integrity  of  the 
water.  The  South  Fork  New  River  is  part  of  the  National  Wild  and 
Scenic  River  System  and  now  with  the  ORW  rating,  the  provisions 
protecting  the  waters  are  more  stringent,  therefore  ensuring  the 
highest  quality  of  water  possible  in  Class  B  and  C  waterbodies. 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  provide  comments  on  the 
reclassification  of  South  Fork  New  River  and  the  New  River. 


Sincerely  yours^ 

L.K.  Mike  Gantt 
Supervisor 
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State  of  North  Carolina 

Department  of  Environment,  Health,  and  Natural  Resources 


Division  of  Parks  and  Recreation 
512  Nonh  Salisbury  Street  •  Raleigh,  North  Carolina  27611 


James  G.  Martin,  Governor 
W  illiam  ''X”.  Cobe\’,  jr.,  Secretar\' 


Dr.  Philip  K.  McKnel 


Direct 


March  31,  1992 


MEMORANDUM 


APR  2  1 


TO: 


George  T.  Everett,  Director 
Division  of  Environinental  Management 


WATER  QUALITY 
SECTION 


FROM : 


Philip  K.  McKnelly 


SUBJECT:  ORW  Classification  for  the  South  Fork  of  the  New  River, 


the  New  River  in  North  Carolina  and  Old  Field  Creek 


The  Division  of  Parks  and  Recreation  supports  the  change  in 
classification  of  the  South  Fork  of  the  New  River  from  Dog  Creek 
to  the  New  River  and  the  New  River  in  North  Carolina  from  Classes 
B  HQW  and  C  HQW  to  Classes  B  ORW  and  C  ORW.  This  section  of  the 
South  Fork  of  the  New  River  and  the  main  stem  of  the  New  River 
is  designated  a  state  and  national  scenic  river.  The  protection 
of  the  water  quality  of  this  outstanding  section  is  beneficial  to 
the  users  of  the  river,  the  rivers  inhabitants  and  visitors  to 
New  River  State  Park. 

Also,  the  Division  supports  the  change  in  classification  of  Old 
Field  Creek  from,  and  including.  West  Prong  Old  Field  Creek  (Call 
Creek)  to  the  South  Fork  of  the  New  River  from  Class  C  Trout  to 
Class  C  Trout  ORW.  The  protection  of  water  quality  in  this 
tributary  to  the  South  Fork  of  the  New  River  will  be  beneficial 
to  the  designated  scenic  river  downstream. 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  these  stream 
reclassifications.  If  you  need  additional  information,  please 
contact  Susan  Regier  at  733-7795. 

PKM/smr 

cc:  Susan  Regier 

Lewis  Ledford 
Jay  Wild 

S/15 
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P.O.  Box  27687,  Raleigh,  North  Carolina  27611-7687  Telephone  919-733^181 


An  Equal  Opportunity  Affirmative  Action  Employer 


OUNCIL: 


Totvn  of  Baone 


GREG  YOUNG 
Town  Manager 
DAVID  PALETTA 
Town  Attorney 


\  C.  BURNLEY 
Mayor 


UL  CHASE 
=S  DUGGER 
ISE  MILLER 
;1ES  SMITH 
N  SUTTLE 


April  14,  1992 


Ms.  Suzanne  Keen 

Dept,  of  Environment,  Health  &  Natural  Resources 
Division  of  Envircnmental  Management 


P.O.  Box  29535 
Raleigh,  NC  27626-0535 

RE:  Proposed  Reclassification  of  the  New  River  and  South  Fork  of 

the  New  Rivers  as  Outstanding  Resource  Water 
HUA  No.  BN9113 

Dear  Ms.  Keen: 

In  response  to  the  public  hearing  held  March  17,  1992,  on  the 
above  proposed  reclassification,  the  Town  of  Boone  appreciates  this 
opportunity  to  offer  the  following  comments: 

The  Town  of  Boone  Wastewater  Treatment  plant  has  been 
discharging  into  the  South  Fork  of  the  New  River  for  many  years, 
and  we  believe  the  streams  assimilative  capacity  has  negated  any 
detrimental  effects  as  witnessed  by  the  State's  proposed 
designation  of  the  downstream  waters  as  ORW.  The  Town  believes  it 
has  proven  that  a  plant  operating  at  current  30  BOD,  30’  Total 
Suspended  Solid  Limits,  has  not  resulted  in  a  degradation  of  water 
quality  in  the  New  River.  The  Town  does  not  see  the  need  for  the 
stringent  modifications  which  will  be  applied  to  our  current 
wastewater  treatm.ent  plant  operating  requirements. 

The  financial  impact  of  expanding  our  plant  to  meet  future 
hydraulic  loading  at  the  30/30  limits  versus  new  and  reduced  limits 
of  BOD,  ammonia,  suspended  solids  and  possibly  nutrient  removal 
v;ill  be  at  least  5  to  6  million  dollars.  These  costs  can  only  be 
covered  by  huge  rate  increases  to  the  citizens  of  Boone.  It  is 
unfair  for  them  to  bear  the  heavy  financial  burden  of  meeting  these 
new  regulations. 

The  concept  which  the  Stare  has  set  forth  in  its  management 
plan  raises  questions  regarding  the  interpretation  of  limitations 
applied  to  development  activities  within  one  iiiile  and  draining  to 
the  ORW.  The  Town  could  infer  that  the  one  mile  distance  is 
measured  from  the  designated  ORW  lim.ir  and  does  not  include  all 
areas  within  one  mile  of  tributary  streams  to  the  ORW.  If  our 
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P.O.  DRAWER  192  •  BOONE,  NORTH  CAROLINA  28607  •  (704)  262-4530 


Ms.  Suzanne  Keen 
.^pril  14,  1992 

Page  Tv;o  (  2  ) 


interpretation  is  incorrect  its  impact  on  the  Town  of  Boone  would 
excessively  restrict  future  development  in  Boone.  We  request 
clarification  on  this  matter. 

The  Town  is  also  concerned  about  limiting  or  not  allowing 
expanded  discharges  directly  to  the  segment  designated  as  ORW.  In 
the  State's  narrative,  expanded  dischargers  are  defined  as  those 
that  increase  their  current  pollutant  leading.  However,  in  later 
sections  of  the  discharge  restrictions  it  is  indicated  that 
expanded  NPDES  permitted  wastewater  discharges  upstream  of  the 
designated  0RV7  will  meet  5  BOD  and  2  NH3  limits  v/ith  10  or  20  TSS 
depending  upon  trout  waters.  The  Town  has  applied  for  a  renewal  of 
our  NPDES  permit  and  received  speculative  limits  from  the  Technical 
Services  Branch  several  months  ago.  These  speculative  limits  do 
not,  as  we  understand  from  Trevor  Clements,  increase  our  pollutant 
loading  but  are  not  as  low  as  5  and  2  as  stated  above.  We 
therefore  request  clarification  on  the  implementation  of  the 
upstream  discharge  limits  and  are  concerned  at  the  implication  of 
these  reduced  limits  on  the  Town's  ability  to  properly  plan  for  and 
operate  a  nev/  or  expanded  wastewater  facility. 

The  Tov/n  also  has  a  concern  with  regard  to  discharge 
restrictions  on  limitations  of  flow.  While  currently  not  a 
problem,  these  restrictions  could  become  a  limiting  factor  for 
future  growth,  particularly  if  subsequent  action  might  further 
reduce  flow  allocations  to  the  stream  segment.  We  also  do  not 
concur  with  the  arbitrary  one  half  of  the  normal  standard 
allocation  given  to  ORW  streami  segments  for  chemical  or  effluent 
toxicity  limitations.  The  Town  recognizes  the  need  to  preserve 
water  quality  but  does  not  agree  that  the  one-half  of  standard 
lim.itation  factors  is  substantiated  based  on  the  streams 
capacities.  Finally  the  discharge  restrictions  on  nutrients,  are 
broadly  addressed  and  need  to  be  better  defined,  prior  to  our 
subm.ission  of  comments. 
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Ms.  Suzanne  Keen 
April  14,  1992 
Page  Three  (3) 


In  sununation,  the  Town  of  Boone  believes  that  we  have  done  a 
good  job  in  protecting  the  water  qualities  of  our  receiving  streams 
as  evidenced  by  your  findings  that  the  South  Fork  of  the  New  River 
and  the  Nev/  River  to  the  Virginia  line  do  indeed  qualify  as  High 
Quality  and  now  Outstanding  Resource  Waters.  The  Town  should  not 
be  penalized  to  the  cost  of  millions  of  dollars  when  our  existing 
facilities  have  enabled  these  outstanding  designations  to  exist. 
Thank  you  for  your  consideration  of  the  Town's  concerns  and  we 
respectfully  request  that  this  letter  be  part  of  the  official 
record  on  this  proposed  reclassification. 


Sincerely, 


V  c  Xiua  v_  .  u  i.  ii  X  cy  ,  x/  X 

Town  of  Boone 


/fva 
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Northwest  Piedmont 

Council  of  Governments 

Joe  C.  Matt 
Executive  Di; 

T 

2S0  S.  Liberty  Street,  Winston-Salem,  N.C.  27101-5288 
(919)  722-9346 

FAX  (919)  721 

ChairaaE 

Meim  T  Jackson 

Viof-CbiLTcan 

Sandn  .M.  Rinnells 

Socreii.’^- 

April  8,  1992 

Ma.".e  Woodruff 

Treasurer 

John  A.  Browne 

Executive  Committee 
James  D.  Gillespie 
Glenn  Howard 

Roy  E  Pender 

Ms.  Suzanne  Keen 

Department  of  Environmental  Management 

Post  Office  Box  29535 

Raleigh,  NC  27626-0535 

Dear  Ms.  Keen; 

I  was  involved  as  Executive  Secretary  to  the  National  Committee  for  the  New  River 
from  1974-1991.  I  still  act  as  a  consultant  to  the  Committee.  I  have  provided  this 
help  while  working  full  time  at  my  present  position. 

As  you  might  expect  I  am  extremely  interested  in  the  New  River  being  given  OKW 
status.  I  think  this  very  important  insofar  as  the  proper  protection  of  the  26  1/2 
miles  that  have  been  designated  with  a  natural  area  status  under  the  provision  of  the 
Wild  and  Scenic  River  Act. 

Thank  you  for  this  consideration. 

Sincerely, 

<foe  C.  Matthews 
JCMitwm 
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County  of  V^4tauga 


Courthouse  Box  1  •  403  West  King  Street  •  Boone,  North  Carolina  28607 


;tD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
J.  Triplett,  Chairman 
s  G.  Coffey,  Vice-Chairman 
Mdler 
imalling 
s  D.  Wilcox 


Telephone  704-264-1300 


COUNTY  MANAGER 
James  S.  Ratchford 


April  10,  1992 


N.C.  Division  of  Environmental  Management 
P.O.  Box  29535 
Raleigh,  N.C.  27626-0535 
Attention;  Suzanne  Keene 

Re:  Proposed  ORW  classification  for  New  River  Basin 

Dear  Ms.  Keene: 

Please  accept  these  comments  on  behalf  of  the  Watauga 
County  Board  of  Commissioners  regarding  the  subject  proposal. 
As  you  may  be  aware,  Watauga  County  has  a  commitment  to  water 
quality  and  has  been  supportive  of  higher  classifications  for 
streams.  In  fact,  we  have  previously  requested  that  the 

Watauga  segment  of  the  South  Fork  New  River  be  upgraded  from 
class  C  to  class  B.  Accordingly,  we  are  not  opposed  to  the 
pending  ORV/  proposal,  but  do  have  some  concerns  with  the 
proposed  upstream  management  strategy. 

Of  particular  concern  is  the  effect  the  strategy  could 
have  on  our  landfill.  In  the  near  future,  we  will  begin 
lining  cells  in  the  landfill,  and  will  be  required  by  the 
State  to  collect,  treat,  and  dispose  of  leachate  from  those 
cells.  Apparently  our  only  two  alternatives  will  be  pre¬ 
treatment/connection  to  Boone  municipal  sewer  plant  or  NPDES 
permitted  package  plant  discharge.  Either  discharge  would  be 
into  the  New  River  basin.  Due  to  the  soaring  costs  of 

providing  government  services  such  as  solid  waste  disposal, 
we  must  be  concerned  with  the  cost  of  the  proposed  management 
strategy.  Specifically,  we  request  that  the  final  decision  on 
an  upstream  management  strategy  take  into  account  the 
additional  cost  to  Watauga  County  to  meet  these  higher 
treatment  standards. 

tunity  to  comment. 
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North  Carolina  Audubon  Council 


P.O.  Box  33041  •  Raleigh,  North  Carolina  27636 


April  10,  1992 


Ms.  Suzanne  Keen 

Water  Quality  Section 

Division  of  Environmental  Management 

P.O.  Box  29535 

Raleigh,  N.C.  27626-5083 


Subject:  Comments  concerning  proposed  reclassification  of 

streams  as  Outstanding  Resource  Waters 


Dear  Ms .  Keen : 

The  Audubon  Council  of  North  Carolina  is  the  federation  of 
ten  local  chapters  of  the  National  Audubon  Society  with  6,000 
members.  The  proposals  for  the  Environmental  Management 
Commission  to  reclassify  water  courses  as  Outstanding  Resource 
Waters  directly  relate  to  the  Audubon  Society's  goals  for 
protection  of  water  quality  and  wildlife  habitats.  We  wish  to 
register  our  support  for  each  of  the  Division  of  Environmental 
Management's  proposed  reclassifications  and  water  quality 
perscriptions  for  the  following  water  bodies: 

New  River  and  lower  South  Fork  New  River  (Ashe  and  Alleghany  Co.) 
section  of  Old  Field  Creek  (Ashe  Co.) 

Boone  Fork  (Watauga  Co.) 

Pike,  Basin,  Widows,  Bullhead,  and  Rich  Mountain  Creeks  (Wilkes 
and  Alleghany  Counties) 

Endicott  and  Little  Endicott  Creeks  (Surry  Co.) 

Atlantic  harbor  (Carteret  Co.) 

Bearwallow  Creek  (Transylvania  Co.) 

Tuckaseeggee  River  (Jackson  Co.) 

We  encourage  the  Commission  to  consider  the  Audubon  endorsement 
favorably  and  to  adopt  the  proposed  ORW  reclassifications  and 
discharge  restrictions. 


S 

Charles  E.  Roe,  Council  Coordinator 
919-828-4199 
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9(prtfi  CcLToCina  Chapter 


1 135  Kenwood  Street 
Winston-Salem,  North  Carolina  27103 

Apnl  16,  1992 


Suzanne  H.  Keen 
P.O.  Box  29535 
Raleigh,  NC  27262-0535 

Dear  Ms.  Keen; 


On  behalf  of  the  more  than  12,000  members  of  the  North  Carolina 
Chapter  of  the  Sierra  Club,  I  am  writing  to  support  Outstanding  Resource 
Water  designation  for  the  South  Fork  of  the  New  River  from  Dog  Creek  to 
the  New  River  and  all  portions  of  the  New  River  in  North  Carolina  from 
Classes  B  HQW  and  C  HQW  to  Classes  B  ORW  and  C  ORW. 

Portions  of  these  waters  have  already  been  recognized  for 
outstanding  value  with  National  and  North  Carolina  Wild  and  Scenic  River 
designation.  All  of  these  waters  provide  habitat  for  unusually  healthy  and 
productive  populations  of  small  mouth  bass,  rock  bass,  and  musky.  This 
is  one  of  the  few  habitats  in  the  state  for  the  popular  musky,which  require 
good  quality  water  to  maintain  a  population.  Eagles  migrating  through 
this  area  use  these  waters  in  the  spring  or  fall. 

These  waters  offer  an  unusually  high  level  of  water-based 
recreation,  including  fishing,  canoeing  and  rafting.  Sierra  Club 
members  are  frequent  users  of  these  w-aters  for  recreation  and 
highly  value  the  unique  and  special  characteristics  of  these  corridors. 

These  waters  are,  in  fact,  among  the  most  heavily  used  water-based 
recreational  corridors  in  the  state. 

Despite  the  overall  health  and  quality  of  these  waters  as  fisheries, 
there  are  indications  of  deterioration  from  sedimentation  secondary’  to 
development.  ORW  status  is  needed  to  ensure  that  the  present  quality  of 
these  waters  is  not  compromised  and  degraded  furtlier. 

The  New's  Wild  and  Scenic  designation  may  recognize  this  river's 
outstanding  characteristics  and  values,  but  it  fails  to  provide  any  mechanism 
to  protect  the  very  characteristics  it  awards.  It  is  widely  recognized  that 
the  South  Fork  New  River  and  the  New  River  are  at  risk.  American 
Rivers,  a  national  conservation  organization,  recently  listed  the  New  as 
among  the  country's  10  most  endangered  rivers.  This  was  the  second  year 
in  a  row  the  New  received  this  designation— a  sad  contrast  to  the  Wild  and 
Scenic  designation. 
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To  enjoy,  and prolcct  tfit  wild pCacts  of  tfu  tank; 

to  practice  and  promote  tke  responsiSU  use  of  the  earth's  ecosystem  and  resources... 


Sierra  Club  -  2 


The  Sierra  Club  belie\es  that  the  lower  South  Fork  New  River  and 
the  New  River  in  North  Carolina  meet  the  state's  criteria  for  reclassification 
to  Class  B  ORW  and  C  ORW.  We  respectfully  urge  you  to  approve  the 
reclassification.  In  doing  so,  the  value  of  these  waters  will  not  only  be 
recognized,  but  maintained  for  posterity. 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 


With  regards, 

Molly  A.  Logins  /P 
State  Issues  Chair 
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^  Southern 
Environmental 
y  Law"  Center 

i  April  16,  1992 


Mr.  Steve  Zoufaly 
N.C.  Dept,  of  Environmental 
Health  and  Natural  Resources 
Division  of  Environmental  Management 
P.O.  Box  27687 
Raleigh,  N.C.  27611 

Re;  Proposed  Reclassification  of  Sections  of  the  New  River 
to  Outstanding  Resource  Water 

Dear  Mr.  Zoufaly; 

The  Southern  Environmental  Law  Center  ("SELC")  submits  these 
comments  in  support  of  the  proposed  reclassification  of  a  portion 
of  the  New  River  from  a  high  quality  water  to  an  outstanding 
resource  water.  SELC  is  a  regional  environmental  advocacy 
organization  that  is  devoted  to  protecting  the  natural  resources 
of  the  Southeastern  states.  SELC  has  offices  in  Virginia  and 
North  Carolina,  and  the  North  Carolina  office  has  been  active  in 
seeking  to  protect  the  water  and  coastal  resources  of  North 
Carolina.  In  addition,  SELC  has  worked  with  groups  in  Virginia 
and  North  Carolina  who  have  a  particular  interest  in  securing 
greater  protection  for  the  New  River.  SELC  has  approximately 
2000  members. 

SELC  strongly  supports  the  proposed  reclassification  of  the 
New  River.  We  believe  that  the  section  of  the  New  River  in 
question  meets  all  of  the  relevant  criteria  for  classification 
under  the  North  Carolina  regulations.  The  New  River  is  currently 
of  high  quality,  but  it  is  faced  with  a  variety  of  potential 
threats,  and  the  existing  assigned  classification  and  water 
quality  standards  are  not  adequate  to  protect  the  special 
characteristics  of  the  New  River. 

The  New  River  is  of  exceptional  recreational  and  ecological 
significance.  It  supports  an  important  bass  fishery.  It  is  one 
of  the  premier  rivers  in  the  state  for  canoeing,  and  there  is  an 
unusually  high  level  of  water  based-recreation  on  the  river.  The 
river  has  also  been  designated  as  a  Wild  and  Scenic  River  on  the 
basis  of  its  unique  characteristics.  In  addition,  the  New  River 
is  an  important  component  of  the  North  Carolina  New  River  State 
Park.  Finally,  the  New  River  also  provides  habitat  for  rare  and 
endangered  plant  and  aquatic  species.  Any  one  of  these  features 
would  be  sufficient  under  the  regulations  to  designate  the  New 
River  as  an  Outstanding  Resource  Water. 


201  ’OC'est  Main  St.,  Suite  14 
Charlottesville,  VA 
22901-5064 
804-977-4090 
FAX  804-977-1483 

North  Carolina  Office 
137  E.  Franklin  Street, 

Suite  404 

Chapel  Hill,  NC  27514-3628 

919-967-1450 

FAX  919-929-9421 

VIA  FAX 
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/00%  recycled  paper 


We  believe  that  the  state  of  North  Carolina  has  an  excellent 
opportunity  to  ensure  that  this  river  remains  clean  and  that  the 
special  values  of  the  river  are  protected.  On  behalf  of  our 
members  in  North  Carolina  and  in  Virginia,  we  respectfully  urge 
the  Department  to  reclassify  the  New  River  as  an  outstanding 
resource  water. 


Sincerely  yours, 

Deborah  M.  Wassenaar 
Staff  Attorney 


DMW/cs 
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NORTHWESTERN  REGIONAL  HOUSING  AUTHORITY 

P.O.  BOX  2510,  600-105  EXTENSION,  SUITE  10,  BOONE,  NORTH  CAROUNA  28607 
(704)  264-6683  •  (704)  264-0160  FAX 

March  13/  1992 


Ms .  Suzanne  Keen 

N.  C.  Division  of  Environmental  Management 
P.  0.  Box  29535 
Raleigh,  NC  27626 

Dear  Ms.  Keen: 

This  writing  is  to  express  support  for  the  proposed 
Outstanding  Resource  Water  classification  for  the  South 
Fork  of  the  New  River.  Since  1971,  I  have  lived  near  and 
enjoyed  the  benefits  of  these  native  waters  in  Watauga, 
Ashe  and  Alleghany  Counties.  Much  of  the  recreational 
(quality)  time  with  my  two  young  boys  and  their  friends  has 
been  spent  in  rafting,  tubing,  wading,  swimming  in  and 
hiking  along  the  South  Fork  of  the  New. 

In  1975,  on  graduation  from  college,  I  worked  on  crews 
cleaning  up  the  South  Fork  and  its  tributaries.  I  was 
surprised  to  see  so  many  of  our  "clean  mountain  streams" 
fouled  by  solid  waste  and  unwanted  suspensions.  Any  action 
which  would  reverse  or  even  limit  this  kind  of  pollution, 
including  the  original  Wild  and  Scenic  designations,  has 
been  actively  supported  by  me  and  mine. 

The  assistance  of  your  office  in  accomplishing  ORW 
designation  will  be  greatly  appreciated  as  an  improvement 
in  quality  of  life  for  the  mountain  counties. 

Sincerely, 


E .  ' owler 

Executive  Director 


EGF/al 


American  Farmland  Trust 


UQS^ 


February  24,  1992 


Ms.  Suzanne  H.  Keen 


NC  Department  of  Environment,  Health  and  Natural  Resources 
F.O.  Bo.x  29535 
Raleigh.  NC  27626-0535 

Dear  Ms.  Keen: 

The  American  Farmland  Trust  (AFT)  is  a  private,  nonprofit  organization  dedicated 
to  stopping  the  loss  of  productive  farmland  and  promoting  farming  practices  that  lead  to 
a  healthy  environment.  We  have  been  notified  of  the  proposal  to  reclassify  the  South  Fork 
New  River,  Boone  Fork  and  a  portion  of  Old  Field  Creek  as  outstanding  resource  waters, 

AFT  has  been  working  to  protect  farmland  and  water  quality  in  the  New  River 
watershed  in  North  Carolina  for  several  years.  We  support  actions  by  state  agencies  that 
advance  conservation  efforts  on  behalf  of  these  unique  natural  resources. 


cc:  Dennis  Bidwell 

Tim  Hubbard 
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N.ational  Office 

1920  N  Street,  NtN’  Suite  400  Washington,  D.C.  20036 
Tel:  (202)  659-5170  Fix:  (202)  659-8339 


LEAGUE  OF  WOMEN  VOTERS  OF  NORTH  CAROLINA 


411  Holly  Lane 

Chapel  Hill,  N.C. ,27514 

March  31,  1992 

Hearing  Officers 

Environmental  Management  Commission 
Division  of  Environmental  Management 
P.O.  Box  29535 
Raleigh,  NC  27626-0535 

Comments  for  Public  Hearing  for  Proposed  Reclassification  of 
the  Following  Waters  to  Outstanding  Resource  Waters ( ORW ): 1 ) 
the  New  River  and  lower  South  Fork  New  River  in  Watauga,  Ashe 

and  Alleghany  Counties  (New  River  Basin);  2)  a  portion  of  Old 

Field  Creek  in  Ashe  County (New  River  Basin;  and  3)  Boone  Fork 

in  Watauga  County  (Watauga  River  Basin)  . 

The  League  of  Women  Voters  of  North  Carolina  supports  and 
recommends  the  Outstanding  Resource  Waters (ORW)  classification 
for  the  portions  of  New  River  as  recommended  because: 

1)  It  is  generally  acknowledged  that  there  are  more  miles  of 
trout  stream  in  Ashe  County  than  any  other  county;  it  also 
has  the  best  smallmouth  bass  fishery  in  the  state. 

2)  It  has  Scenic  River  designation  by  both  State  and  Federal 
governments . 

3)  It  has  a  very  high  level  of  water  based  recreation,  especially 
the  Wild  and  Scenic  Portion. 

4)  Its  headwaters  are  in  a  National  Park(Cone  Estate)  and  a  State 
Park(New  River  State  Park)  in  the  lower  region. 

5)  There  are  numerous  plants  and  aquatic  life  that  are  endangered 
and  have  ecological  significance. 

The  League  of  Women  Voters  of  North  Carolina  supports  and 
recommends  the  Outstanding  Resource  Waters (ORW)  for  Boone  Fork 
in  Watauga  County  that  drains  to  Watauga  River  from  Julian  Price 
Memorial  Park,  and  the  area  of  Price  Lake  on  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway. 

1)  This  stream  and  all  of  its  tributaries  were  classified  High 
Quality  Waters(HQW)  in  1990. 

2)  The  Wildlife  Resources  Commission ( WRC )  designated  these  waters 
as  Native  Trout  Waters. 

3)  These  waters  are  an  important  component  of  the  Julian  Price 
Memorial  Park  and  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway. 

The  LWVNC  is  concerned  that  these  waters  need  to  be  protected 
in  order  to  prevent  pollution,  and  that  future  generations  as 
well  as  our  present  population  can  enjoy  clean  waters  for  their 
health,  recreation  and  quality  of  life. 

Margaret  U.  Holton,  Director 
Water/Air--Natural  Resources 

801  Oberlin  Road  Suite  325  Raleigh,  N.C.  27605  919/839-5532 
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NORTH  CAROLINA 


ALLIANCE  FOR 

CONSERVATION  ACTION 


Warv-h  13,  1992 


Susanne  Keen 
DEHNR/DEM 
P.O.  Box  29535 
Raleigh.  NC  2762S-0535 


Post  Office  Box  I062~ 
Rnleigh.  SC  2~6()5 
9PJ856I58I 

Fclx  919I829I1192 


I8l-i  Lombardy  Qrcle 

CJxirlotie.  SC 28203 

~04I332I820~ 

Fax  ~(hi/342/4<J~0 


© 


Dear  Ms.  Keen, 

The  N.C.  Alliance  for  Conservation  Action  would  like 
to  express  our  support  for  the  reclassification  of  the 
portion  the  South  Fork  New  River  from  Dog  Creek  to  the 
New  River  and  the  New  River  from  its  source  to  the  North 
Carolina/V'ir'ginia  Stato  Line  as  an  Outstanding  Resource 
Water.  Our  support  is  based  on  the  following  criteria 
for  Outstanding  Resource  Waters: 

1)  water  quality  of  the  New  River  has  been 
identified  as  excellent,  and  in  a  DEM  statement  on  the 
Henry  River  Study,  the  New  River  was  recognised  as  the 
second  cleanest  river  in  the  state; 

2)  the  New  River  is  an  outstanding  .fishery  resource 
with  one  of  the  best  smallmouth  bass  fisheries  in  the 
state ; 

3)  both  State  and  Federal  Governments  have 
designated  the  New  River  as  a  Wild  and  Scenic  River; 

4)  the  New  River  supports  a  high  level  of  water 
based  recreation,  especially  in  the  Wild  and  Scenic 
portion  of  the  river; 

5)  the  headwaters  of  the  New  River  lie  inside  Cone 
Estates  (a  National  Park)  and  a  portion  of  the  lower 
river  are  in  the  New  River  State  Park;  and 

6)  numerous  endangered  plants  and  aquatic  life, 
having  special  ecological  and  scientific  significance, 
have  been  identified  in  the  New  River  area. 


We  hope  that  having  considered  these  points,  you 
will  reclassify  those  sections  of  the  New  River  and  the 
South  Fork  New  River  as  Outstanding  Resource  Waters. 
Thank  you  for  your  consideration  of  this  issue. 


Community  Organizer 
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M  -  Pi  _  S  _  _  6=^-  _ 

Pc  Bck  160 
Spcrto ,  N . C . 

29675 

It  ui£3  qr=“d  qnd  not  Igve  or  ujisdam  that  spcks  for 
Allcthaqy  Cd»  at  the  CLitstanding  Rescurce  l^aters  mee-cinq  in 
Ec-cne  cn  March  17th.  Henry  David  Thoreau  said  ''  the 
qo-s'nrr.er.t  that  qaverns  least  governs  best."  And  I  can  not 
argue  u;ith  this  ujisGcm,  but  there  is  little  doubt  that  greed 
tosses  aside  the  rights  c""  many  for  the  opportunity  to  fill 
the  pockets  of  the  select,.  If  you  don't  belive  me  ask  an 
Ams'^ican  Indian,  if  you  can  find  one. 

Richard  Doughton  spore  on  bsnalf  of  the  Alleghany  Co. 
Commiss  loners ,  saying  that  tne  QRlt  would  hurt  the  amount  of 
ta--es  that  Alleghany  receives  and  that  we  knouj  how  to 
preserve  our  water.  If  this  is  so  what  happened  to  the  trout 
tnat  used  to  live  in  Bledsoe  Ck .  below  the  tar  built  Cmerson 
B-aok  Erhioition  Center. 

Also  Dalton  said  that  he  resentsid  the  state  telling 
land  owners  what  to  do  with  their  land.  I  respect  this,  but 
land  owners  are  not  river  owners  we  all  are.  Those  down 
scream  have  rights  as  we  all  do.  And,  a  river  known  to  have 
outstanding  water  quality  is  something  that  few  councies  can 
boast  of.  We  should  be  honored  to  have  such  a  classification 
put  on  cur  river. 

Ronald  Reagan  said  "  If  not  now  when  and  if  not  us 
wi'om"  .  We,  ’iherefore,  at  the  New  River  Sport  Fishing 
Association  ur^ge  you  to  wrice  toe  Sucanne  Keen  at  the 
Division  of  Environmental  Nanagement  P.G,  Bo:-:  29525  Raleigh, 
N2  27626 --05 35  in  favor  of  the  New  River  becoming  an  DRW  if 
not  for  yourself  for  your  children  and  qrandch i Idren .  All 
the  generations  to'  come  deserve  the  right  to  play  and  fish 
in  a  clean  river  as  we  did.  Not  one  that  warns  against 
pregnant  women  eating  the  fish  that  are  caught  therein. 

Shaufn  Andrews 
r^! .  R  .  S  .  F  .  lA  . 
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E5.  =  =  Dpen 

Date;:  0-a-/ 11/92 

Ci.ec:-:.  :.ni;  1  a  n:: no  airosa  f-o;;,  N  .  R  2  .  Do/waan  9 -- 1  I  =<2.  iT’i 

v-Ja  i  q  h  n  i;  1  a  n  ..j  :  ng  a  c  s  from  R  .  R  ,  2  .  -  -5  p  i“i 

Target  Fish:  Large  at  S^na  1  1  incu  tn 

Prize:  Black  nax  Combe  valLis 

Seco:tcary  f:eh:  Largeat  Re;ta>e 

Prize;:  Rhino  32  combo 

Fee;  50°'’  per  ;:ev-eon 

Ruj.  sei:  i-ien  u^here  yen  li'oe,,  nou;  yeoi  like. 

Bring  only  ycL..r  largeet  to  cheei-;:  in. 

4°^  AoJeb  to  fien  rsleaeed  alive 
Sig""  L.;.j  earl/'  and  ekip  the  chee.-;  i  :z 


M  e  ;T!  b  e  r  e  M  u.  e  k  y 

Date;;  04/22/92 

Check  in;  Mertuay  April  20  Meeting 

Weigh  in;  Saturday  April  2b  7°°pm  Twin  Daks  Store 
Tar'cet  fish:  Legal  aiceky 
Prize:  Ambassader  5b;0  Pine 
Fee:  *z°°  per  perecn 

Ruilea:  Partners  and  uicter  to  be  fiehed  are  drauin,, 
Timee  to  fiah  are  deciced  ;:;et;-isen  partner's 


F-  1  a c  a  :r  be  r : 


and  a  sta  t  :a!Tier:t  tc  their  lengtn  signezi 


by  partners.  lr:r  ask  your  upmost  diezreticn. 

We  must  have  e-.ght  fishermen  arc  are  liiziteo  to  twelve  sc 
sig;"  up  earl  :/  . 

Sponsersh  ip 

Airy  cne  who  nas  a  business  in  an  related  area  is  asr  to 
consider  sponscv'ship  of  a  taurnament  or  donate  small  priz 
or  gift  ce  rt  i  f  i.  za.  tes .  Ws  ujili  do  all  we  cari  tc  help  pr'cmo 
ycut'  business  a:nd  offer  our  tha:nks  in  any  way  we  can. 

MeiTibers  Only 

Whoever  can  collect  ths  most  used  fishing  line  between  now 
e;“id  Monday  Sap.  14*’'  will  receive  e  very  special  prize. 


Nh,R 


F  c  Bo 1  bL-  Cp  ■.!  r 't  .j  rr  ..  2  .  2 So  /b  't  1  'f  ;  32o  —  5 .l_ ou 
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111  -i  > 


N=w  River  Epcrte  Fiehing  Assoc iat ion 

L^-fc-fc^T-' 

Ap  r  i  1  1  9'?2; 


welcome:  Uie  are  Just  get 

t  i  ng 

started 

out , 

b  u  t  rj 

a  ton  us 

grow.  With  ycur  help,  support 
than  a  musky  in  a  trout  pond. 

a  nd 

w i sdom 

u.ie  '  1  ], 

g  row 

f  a  s  t  e  I- 

Gur  goals  are: 

To  help  preserve  cur  river 

a  nd 

f  i shery 

for 

our  cn 

i  1  d  r  e  n 

E rd  HE  1 ght or E . 

■To  ioprcve  srcrt  fishing  in  car  river  end  its  t  r  i  bute  r  i  es . 

To  cetor  fisr,  iirprove  ovir  skills,  end  give  good  prizes  in 
toLirr.  e  nenzs . 

l-;e  meet  every  hondey  night  at  7=*^’  et  the  bowling  alley 
in  Eps'te.  There  is  a  one  time  membership  fee  of  ten  dollars 
to  help  l;5  get  started  .  After  whicn,  i^js  nope  to  be  self 
susta  i  ni  ng  u  Its  will  be  giving  new  fishing  related  prizes  at 
toL- r narisnbs  and  contest.  Come  to  a  meeting  for  more  details. 


□UR  RIVER 

Anv'one  can  look  at  the  New  and  wonder  now  it  got  its 
name.  Nith  ail  the  trash  it  looks  like  Trie  Gritty  Gray-Green 
Greaey  CC-NU-NU  River.  Uie  have  a  golden  opportunity  to  do 
too-iittle  toe-late,  but  it's  better  to  go  out  with  a 
wnimpe-  than  a  sigh. 

Sourids  very  good  doesn't  it,  but  it  takes  practical 
applicalion.  how  about  even  some  grass  roots.  I  know  you've 
been  hearing  a  let  of  that  lately. 

Lets  get  together  and  talk  it  over  and  follow  through. 
Please  Respond . . . 

The  4"^”  Nona  ay  night  meeting  of  every  month  will  be  on  what 
ws  can  do.  7^°  at  the  Sparta  Bawling  Alleiu 


On  The  Water 

Eg  far  this  month  uie  have  2  tournaments  set  up. 

The  first  is  the  bass  open  and  its  followed  by  a  members 
m u s k y  f  i s ■'■'i  .  I  f  y o l;  h a  v e  an y  kind  of  t o u. r  n a rn e n t s  y o u  ui c u  1  d 
like  to  see  f  i  s  In  e  d  pi  e?  zi  s  e  1  a:  t  u  s  k  n  o  uj . 
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Merry  Ann  Vernon 

Corporate  Counsel 
(303)  744-5059 


The  Gates  Rubber  Company 

990  South  Broadway 
Denver,  Colorado  80209 
(303)  744-1911 

Telex  No.:  4322026  GRCO  Ul 
FAX;  (303)  744-4653 


April  15,  1992 


VIA  FEDERAL  EXPRESS 


Suzanne  Keen 

jiDivision  of  Environmental  Management 

512  North  Salisbury 

Raleigh,  North  Carolina  27626-0535 

Re:  Proposal  to  Reclassify  the  Southfork  New  River  to  An  Outstanding  Resource  Water 
Dear  Ms.  Keen: 

The  Gates  Rubber  Company,  Jefferson  Division,  located  at  101  Gates  Lane, 
jJefferson,  North  Carolina,  is  a  manufacturing  facility  which  is  an  indirect  contributor  to 
;the  watershed  of  the  New  River  basin  through  the  Town  of  Jefferson's  Public  Owned 
'Treatment  Works  (POTW).  The  facility  operates  with  a  Sewer  Users  Discharge  Permit 
issued  by  the  Town  of  Jefferson  with  specific  limits  designed  to  protect  the  receiving 
waters  of  the  POTW. 

Gates  takes  its  environmental  responsibilities  very  seriously.  Protecting  our 
environment  through  the  implementation  and  maintenance  of  the  appropriate  control 
technology  is  a  vital  part  of  this  responsibility.  However,  because  the  present  quality  of 
this  water  is  excellent,  and  further  because  present  controls  are  effective  to  maintain 
this  high  water  quality,  we  seriously  question  the  need  for  reclassification.  We  do  not 
Delieve  that  adding  more  controls  will  significantly  improve  the  water  quality.  Such 
additional  controls  may,  however,  impose  undue  hardship  on  commercial,  industrial  and 
municipal  dischargers. 

Certainly,  unnecessary  controls  place  a  burden  on  industry  and  may  result  in 
■educed  competitiveness  and  the  potential  for  lost  jobs.  We  believe  that  the  continued 
mforcement  of  controls  already  in  effect  will  maintain  the  present  excellent  water 
quality,  while  allowing  for  the  industrial  and  commercial  growth  required  to  keep  the 
irea  and  the  state  economically  healthy  and  socially  attractive. 

We  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  the  proposed  reclassification. 


Sincerely, 


Merry  Ann  Vernon 


c:  Gary  Fluegel 
Larry  Neaves 


lAV/amm 
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P  I  COMPANIES,  INC 

1000  WEST  FIRST  ST.  •  P.  0.  dOX  101  •  WINSTON-SALEfA,  N.C  27102-0202  •  PHONt  9/9-725’'/?^/ 


February  26,  1992 


Mr.  Steve  Zoufaly 
DEHNR/DEM 
Box  27687 
Raleigh,  NC  27611 

Dear  Mr.  Zoufaly: 

I  regret  that  I  will  be  unable  to  attend  the  public  meeting  on  the  re-classification 
of  a  portion  of  the  New  River  from  high  quality  water  to  outstanding  resource 
water.  I'm  strongly  in  favor  of  this  re-classification.  I  am  very  much  concerned 
that  all  of  the  cities  up  and  down  the  New  River  are  trying  to  use  the  New  River 
for  their  water  supplies  and  sewage  disposals.  The  New  River  is  a  major 
scenic/tourist  attraction  for  North  Carolina,  Virginia  and  West  Virginia.  We 
must  treat  it  as  such  and  not  destroy  it. 


Yours  truly 


Chairman  Emeritus 


/j 
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April  14,  1992 


Ms .  Suzanne  Keene 

Department  of  Enviromental  Management 
P.O.  Box  29535 
Raleigh,  NC  27626-0535 


Dear  Ms .  Keene : 

After  attending  the  hearing  and  reading  all  the  newspaper 
articles  I  have  concluded  people  are  scared  of  changes.  The 
'new  regulations,  as  I  have  read  them,  will  not  effect 
responsible  development  along  the  river.  It  will  also 
protect  the  water  of  those  towns  that  will  be  using 
the  New  River  as  its  water  source.  It  seemed  terrible  that 
the  Town  of  Jefferson  was  more  worried  about  not  being  able 
to  increase  their  amounts  of  discharge  after  designation 
than  what  they  might  be  drinking  in  their  water  if  the  river 
is  not  reclassified. (article  in  the  Jefferson  Post) 

I  am  for  the  designation  of  the  New  River  as  an  Outstanding 
Resource  Water.  Any  short  term  loses  would  be  outweighed 
by  the  gains  of  protecting  the  water  for  future 
generations . 


Sincerely, 


bxxj. 

RR  1  Box  404 
Lansing,  NC  28643 
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i  e  -  :  a  =  =.  i  *  i  c  a  t  1  o  p  c  Pike, 

'  k  ■  '  'Pi  .  .  :  .  a  •  ■  c  u  I  1  e  a  d  Creeks  to  Class  C 

’  a  .  e  'i-e-.  ■  a--c;  ■"'is^ed  several  of  these  creeks. 
.  .  a  h  I  e  ’  s  ■->  :  o  a  •  O  very  deserving  of  the  GRUI 

-re  Slat,  e  s  ''..nest  v-ater  quality  designation. 


1  also  s.iOd:)-  r.  -.r'...  ation  of  E.ndicott  and  Little 

£nd  1  c  r  ee-  <  i  o  t  s  z-  H  L  o..  t  HQL  .  T hese  ar  e  sma  1  1 

o r  i  9  '  1  •  ■  e  s  0  •  e a  s  i  vi ;  a  r-  i  a  .  ■r. o  s  *:  entirely  or,  Raven  Knob  Scout 

Ca  •■np  .  '  "  e  V  1  '.  !  be  'e  ‘  :  o  t  e  a  d  d  i  t  i  o  na  1  recognition  and 

c '■  o  t  ec  t  : afkcj'‘dec  i  n ^  hQu  st’"eaiT,s. 


r  1  <-;a  1  1  ,•  I  v.a'-it  to  t^O’-gi.  SM'.courage  the  designation  of  The 
South  f  i\'ew  River  a  rt  the  New  River  in  North  Carolina  as 

QRN  ivate'S.  fiiese  ri-..  e-s  are  very  special  natural  resources 
verv,  de-serving  of  the  state's  protection.  I  have  canoed, 
Swam  !n  a'ld  hiked  alonq  fiese  rivers  Tor  years.  The  recent 
increase  i u  nc  o  n  t  r  n  ;  i  e,j  development  along  these  rivers  has 
already  riad  a  negative  in'pact  on  the  esthetics  of  this  area. 
Over  time  1  am  sure  ttie  impact  on  water  quality  will  also  be 
a  negative  one.  It  is  important  that  the  state  move  now  to 
protect  these  beautiful  .mountain  rivers.  They  are  a 
resou’Te  that  belongs  to  all  the  citizens  of  North  Carolina 
and  as  such  should  be  protected  for  all  to  enjoy  now  and  in 
the  future. 


S  1  nc  e  r  e  1  y  , 


Richard  E  V  e  r  t'  l  a  r  t 
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James  W.  McNeely 
P.O.  Box  2 
Athens,  WV  24712 


April  16,  1992 

Ms.  Suzanne  Keene 
Division  of  Enviromental 
Management 

State  of  North  Carolina 
Box  29535 

Raleigh.  NC  27626-0535 
Dear  Ms .  Keene : 

I  understand  that  written  comments  are  now  being 
accepted  on  the  proposed  Outstanding  Resource  Water  designation 
for  the  New  River  in  Alleghany  County,  North  Carolina.  I  hope 
this  letter  can  be  included  in  those  comments. 

Since  1970  I  have  enjoyed  traveling  by  canoe  on  the  New 
River  in  North  Carolina,  Virginia  and  West  Virginia.  As  a  member 
of  the  W.Va.  House  of  Delegates  in  1975-78,  I  joined  with  many 
throughout  those  three  states  and  the  nation  in  opposing  the 
Blue  Ridge  Project.  That  fight  was  won,  and  the  New  River  saved 
in  North  Carolina.  That  was  important  to  me  because  I  enjoy 
visiting  the  North  Carolina  section  of  the  New  and  because,  being 
downstream  of  the  Virginia  and  North  Carolina  section  of  the  New, 
whatever  happens  to  the  New  River  in  those  areas  have  downstream 
effects . 


The  New  River  in  North  Carolina  was  saved  from  the 
proposed  Blue  Ridge  Project  dams  by  designation  under  the  federal 
Wild  and  Scenic  River  Act.  But  designation  has  not  saved  the 
river  from  development  and  water  quality  problems.  In  recent 
visits  to  the  New  River  in  North  Carolina,  I  have  found  it 
remains  a  delightful  experience,  but  it  is  obvious  that  action 
is  needed  to  avoid  serious  problems  in  the  future.  As  a  friend 
of  the  New  River,  and  as  one  of  those  who  support  the  tourism 
industry  in  Alleghany  County.  I  wish  to  express  my  support  for 
ORW  status  for  the  New  River  in  Alleghany  County. 

ORW  status,  it  seems  to  me,  is  consistent  with  the 
national  reputation  of  the  New  River  in  that  area.  It  therefore 
makes  good  environmental  and  economic  sense  to  protect  the 
qualities  that  have  made  the  New  River  worth  saving,  and  that 
bring  tourism  dollars  (like  mine)  into  the  area. 
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Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  submit  this  letter. 


incere ly , 


James  W.  McNeely 
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LAW  OFFICES 


EDMUND  I.  ADAMS 
121  E.  DOUGHTON  ST.,  P.O.  BOX  97 
SPARTA,  NORTH  CAROLINA  38070 

March  12,  1992 


TELEPHONE  372-5519 
AREA  CODE  919 
FAX  (»  (919)  372-2061 


Ms.  Suzanne  Keene 
Department  of  Environmental 
Management 

State  of  North  Carolina 
Box  29535 

Raleigh,  NC  27626-0535 


Re:  ORW  -  New  River 

Dear  Ms.  Keene: 

This  letter  is  for  you  and  Hearing  Officers  Virgil  McBride 
and  Charles  Brady,  and  the  Environmental  Management  Commis¬ 
sioners  . 

I  strongly  support  and  endorse  the  proposed  ORW  status  for 
the  New  River.  I  represented  Ashe,  Alleghany  and  Grayson 
Counties  before  the  old  Federal  Power  Commission,  the  United 
States  Congress,  and  the  North  Carolina  General  Assembly  when  the 
Federal  and  State  laws  were  passed  that  designated  the  26.5  - 
mile  segment  in  Ashe  and  Alleghany  Counties,  as  a  National  Scenic 
River.  At  that  time,  Ashe  and  Alleghany  Counties  and  the  State 
of  North  Carolina  firmly  committed  themselves  to  a  high  standard 
of  protection  of  the  New  River.  Scenic  River  status  protected 
the  New  from  two  dams,  one  at  Independence  and  the  other  at 
Galax,  which  would  have  created  a  60,000  surface-acre  pair  of 
impoundments  stretching  all  the  way  from  Lansing  in  Ashe  County 
to  Galax,  Virginia.  Those  united  in  their  zeal  to  save  the  River 
and  its  environs  from  that  disaster  may  be  less  enthusiastic 
about  protecting  the  River  today.  Nevertheless,  the  commitment 
has  been  made  and  ought  to  be  honored. 

I  know  and  have  talked  to  a  number  of  developers  and  land 
speculators  who  are  opposing  ORW  status.  I  regard  their  opposi¬ 
tion  as  misguided  and  rooted  in  a  lack  of  understanding  of  the 
meaning  and  effect  of  ORW  status,  and  have  told  them  so.  I  have 
also  expressed  to  them  the  view  that  their  opposition  is  short¬ 
sighted.  In  the  long  run,  ORW  status  is  highly  beneficial  to 
those  who  wish  to  make  the  best  use  of  the  River  and  adjacent 
lands  in  the  next  century. 

Thanking  you  very  much,  I  am. 


EIA:  db 
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F  C  Eox  29535 
Raleigh,  NC  27526-0535 

Fear  Mr.  E  r  a  <d  y  , 


'  2  I99J  ^ 

“’!!50««ental  mgmnt. 

directors  office 


This  letter  is  a  response  to  the  proposal  to  reclassify  the  New 
River  to  an  CuosianQing  F. esource  Waier. 

I  was  born  and  raised  on  the  North  Fork  of  the  New  River  in  Ashe 
County.  Tne  earlier  part  of  ir.y  life  was  spent  on  a  smaii  tariT;  where 
my  parents  struggled  to  earn  a  living,  Txhe  area  was  economically 
suppressed  due  largely  to  poor  development  of  access  roads  and 
highways  which  prohibited  industrial  development.  We  were 
fortunate  in  the  mid  fifties  to  have  Sprague  Electric  CoiTipany  elect 
to  build  a  facility  in  the  area  in  spite  of  the  transportation 
problems.  We  watched  as  friends  and  schoolmates  left  tht:  area  to 
find  jobs  as  the  area  was  slow  tc  develop.  In  the  seventies,  we 
were  hopeful  of  an  economic  boom  to  the  area  resulting  in  new  roads 
and  new  opportunities  due  to  a  proposal  by  Appalachian  Power 
CoiTipany  for  constructing  a  hydroelectric  project  on  the  New  River. 
This  boom,  however,  turned  into  bust  with  an  "eleventh  hour" 
passing  of  the  Natural  and  Scenic  Designation  for  the  New  River  by 
the  North  Carolina  General  Assembly.  This  act  dashed  ail  hopes  of 
econouiic  advancem.ent  for  the  area. 


This  nevj  proposal  ,  whicn  drastically  liiuits  construction  or  waste 
treatrrient  facilities,  is  the  final  blow  to  the  area.  Because 
services  cannot  be  made  available,  industry,  both  large  and  small 
along  with  restaurants,  hotels  and  other  service  industries  will  be 
reluctant  to  locate  in  this  river  basin.  As  the  cost  to  maintain 
city  and  county  governments  and  educational  facilities  continue  to 
increase,  the  burden  on  individual  landowners  grows  dramatically 
leaving  the  older  retired  residents  in  economic  hardships  or 
forcing  them,  to  sell  their  fam.iiy  property  against  their  will. 


It  appears  the  controls  placed  on  the  area  over  the  past  years  are 
doing  as  they  were  intended  producing  waters  in  the  basin  of  a 
quality  higher  than  before.  Considering  this  condition,  what  is 
there  to  gain  by  increasing  the  controls  and  placing  an  ecomonic 
s t  r angl  ehol  d  on  the  residents  of  this  area?  I  propose  that  the 
best  interest  of  the  majority  of  the  people  can  best  be  served  by 
continuing  to  work  to  enforce  the  controls  that  have  creaied  a  high 
standard  of  water  quality  without  placing  tighter  sa.nctions  on  the 
area. 


Sincerely , 

Larry/ 
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The 

Alleghany  News 
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Sewing  MCe^fiany  County 
since  1889  / 
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EDITORIALS 

FEBRUARY  27,  1992  Page 4 


Why  Support 
ORW? 


The  proposed  Outstanding  Resource  Water  designation  for 
the  New  River  in  Alleghany  County  is  complex,  but  it  is  im¬ 
portant  for  people  to  understand. _ ^ — - 

.  The  classifi.catjon  is -tnreiTa’ed  to  help  preser^  the  quality  of 
the  water  itself,  so  that  future  generations  can  enjoy  a  clean 
New  River  as  we  have.  ORW  does  not  attempt  to  preserve  the 
scenic  qualities  of  the  river  or  prohibit  development. 

All  surface  waters  in  the  state  are  rated  according  to  usage 
and  quality.  Many  mountain  streams  and  rivers,  including  the 
Little  River  and  New  River  in  Alleghany,  are  currently  classi¬ 
fied  as  High  Quality  Waters  (HQW).  ■  . 

That  high  quality  rating  is  determined  by  factors  such  as 
chemical  and  biological  makeup,  having  designations  as  wild 
trout  waters  or  primary  nursery  .areas,  or- being  top  rated 
drinking  water  supplies. 

High  Quality  Waters  are  eligible  for  Outstanding  Resource 
Water  (ORW)  status  if  they  meet  certain'.criteria.  The  New  is 
eligible  because  of  its  status  as  a'Wild  and  Scenic  River  and 
because  of  the  excellent  water  quality.  . 

■■  The  difference  between  High  .Quality  Water  status  and  Out¬ 
standing  Resource  Water  status  is  outlined  as  follows. 

:  High  Quality  Water  (which  currently,  applies  to  the  New 
River  in  Alleghany):  '  ‘  ■  -  • 

•  requires  more  advanced  treatment  of  wastewater  in  new  or 

expanded  treatment  systems,  if  the  system  discharges  directly 
into  the  HQW.  ‘ 

•  requires  that  development  disturbing  an  acre  or  more,  within 
a  mile  of  the  HQW,  be  of  low  densit^-or  have  stormwater  con- 
trols. 

The  proposed  New' River  Outstanding:  Resource  Water 
designation: 

•  will  prohibit  new  qn.expandedlwastewater  discharges  di¬ 
rectly  into  the  ORW. 

•  will  require  more  advanced  tredment  of  wastewater  dis¬ 
charged  into  any  tributaries  in  the-New  River  Basin,  which  in¬ 
cludes  large  parts  of  Allcghany-ah2S£5ie,.and  a  smaller  part  of 
Watauga. 

•  will  not  change  the  density  orstonfiwater  requirements. 

I  The  ORW  status  will  not  change  requirements  for  housing 
developments  that  don't  discha^fij^^te.iniq.the  river.Tfwill. 
not  affeef  people  planning  to  bml3tSiQgle-fafnily  dwellings-on 
sniallTo'fs'.  "7  '  ‘ 

It  will  affect  towns  that  expand- bf  build  new  wastewater 
treatment  systems  (after  ORW-^Jalu^s  approved)  within  the 
New  River  Basin,  which  includeVSp^a. 

It  will  affect  industries  or  other^developments  planning  to 
build  or  expand  wastewater  treatment  Systems. 

Those  systems  must  have  one  extra  step  . to  meet  stricter  dis¬ 
charge  limits  of  solids  and  ammonia.-^. 

No  wastewater  goes  directly  into  the'  New  River  in  Alleghany 
County  right  now.  The  ORW  status  would  ensure  that  it  stays 
that  way. 

The  QrW  proposal  deserves  our  support.  We  don't  want  fu¬ 
ture  generations  to  endure  a  polluted  New  River  with  no  fish 
and  no  children  splashing  in  the-ripples.  This  generation  has  the 
ability  to  help  prevent  that. 

A  public  hearing  on  the  ORW  proposal  is  set  for  March  17  at 
7  p.m.  at  the  county  counhouse  in  Boone.  Written  comments- 
are  also  accepted  up  until  a  month  after  the  hearing.  They  may 
be  addressed  to  Suzanne  Keehi-'Dfv'ision  of  Environmental 
Management,  P.O.  Box  29535,  Raiei|h;'N.C.  27626-0535. 
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ELIZABETH  McLAY-IRONS 

P.O.  BOX  269  -  MAIN  STREET 
UNION,  WV  24983 


March  30 ,  1992 


Mr.  Steve  Zoufaly 
DEHNR/DEM 
P.  0.  Box  27687 
Raleigh,  NC  27611 

Dear  Mr.  Zoufaly: 

It  has  recently  come  to  my  attention  that  the  Department  of 
Environmental  Health  and  Natural  Resources  is  considering  the 
matter  of  ORW  (outstanding  resource  water)  classification  for 
sections  of  the  New  River  in  the  Boone  and  West  Jefferson  area  of 
North  Carol i na . 

As  the  New  River  borders  our  county  (Monroe)  in  West  Virginia  on 
its  way  to  Gauley  Bridge  (where  it  joins  the  Gauley  and  becomes  the 
Kanawha),  preserving  water  quality  upstream  is  an  integral  part  of 
preserving  water  quality  here.  I  urge  you  to  proceed  with  the  ORW 
reclassification  for  the  upper  stretches  of  the  New  River  in  North 
Carolina  not  only  to  benefit  North  Carolinians  near  its  banks,  but 
to  protect  the  water  resources  of  those  of  us  who  live  downstream. 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration  in  this  matter. 

Best  regards, 

McLay-Irons 


Eli zabeth 
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&  ASSOCIATES 

Empow.enng  People  For  Results 


Ms  . 
Civi 
F  .0. 
Rdl  6 


Suzanne  Keen 
Sion  of  Environmental 
Box  29535 

igh,  N.C.  27626-0535 


Management 


April  6,  1992 


Dear  Reader: 

My  wife  and  I  moved  to  this  area  a  year  ago  and  plan  to  stay  here  the 
rest  of  our  lives.  We  live  in  Watauga  County,  where  Laxon  Creek  meets 
the  New  River.  In  fact,  our  property  line  goes  to  the  center  of  the 
river.  One  of  our  primary  reasons  for  moving  here  was  a  cleaner 
environment.  The  river,  however,  is  not  as  clean  as  it  appeared. 

The  visible  pollution  in  the  river  is  obvious  on  our  daily  walks: 
refrigerators,  stoves,  plastic  bottles,  cans,  tennis  and  golf  balls,  a 
dead  calf,  and,  most  recently,  a  used  hypodermic  needle.  Heavy  silt 
coats  the  bottom  of  the  river  and  the  creek.  The  invisible  pollution 
causes  constant  doubts  about  our  future  life  here  and  the  lives  of  the 
many  wild  creatures  we  see. 

During  our  year  here  we  have  seen  ospreys,  hawks,  cranes,  muskrats, 
ducks,  deer,  squirrels,  rabbits,  beaver,  wild  turkeys,  water  snakes, 
trout,  red  eyes,  small  mouth  bass  and  many  other  neighbors.  How  long 
can  they  survive  in  this  type  of  environment?  How  long  can  we 
survive? 

We  are  very  strongly  in  favor  of  designating  the  New  River  as 
Outstanding  Resource  Water.  And,  the  sooner  the  better.  Even  now  the 
owner  of  the  horse  farm  which  surrounds  us  is  planning  to  develop 
residential  homesites  along  the  river. 

The  house  we  live  in  is  110  years  old.  The  giant  oak  tree  near  the 
river  is  estimated  at  140  years  old.  Both  are  mere  children  compared 
the  the  ancient  river.  We  pray  that  our  lawmakers  have  the  wisdom  to 
see  the  future,  both  with  and  without  protection. 


Sincerely, 
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•  Hardin  Road  •  Boone,  NC  28607 


Voice/FAX  704-264-7819 


Route  1  Box  742 


April  14,  1992 


Suzanne  Keen 

Department  of  Environmental  Management 

PO  Box  29535 

Raleigh,  North  Carolina 

27626-0535 


Dear  Ms.  Keene: 

I  am  writing  in  regard  to  the  Outstanding  Resource  Water 
designation  for  the  New  River  in  Alleghany  County.  The  New  River 
is  a  national  treasure.  The  ORW  status  would  be  most  appropriate 
for  such  a  significant  river. 

As  a  resident  of  Giles  County  Virginia,  I  am  part  of  an  active 
grassroots  movement  to  have  our  section  of  the  New  River  (the 
Bluestone  Project)  designated  wild  and  scenic.  Your  upstream 
activities  directly  affect  us.  We  in  Virginia  and  our  fellow  West 
Virginians  are  working  together  toward  regional  watershed 
protection  for  the  New  River.  Please  do  your  part  and  honor  the 
State  of  North  Carolina’s  New  River.  It  is  the  second  cleanest 
river  and  the  best  smallmouth  bass  fishery;  it  is  a  heavily  used 
riverine-based  recreation  resource  and  good  habitat  for  numerous 
endangered  species.  The  New  River  in  North  Carolina  is  all  of 
these  and  more. 


Sincerely 


Garnett  Mellen 
Route  2,  Box  144 
Newport,  Virginia  24128 


Warner,  Robb,  Rahall,  and  Boucher 
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April  14.  1992 


Suzanne  Keen 
DEM  PO  Box  29535 
Raleigh,  North  Carolina 
27626-0535 


Dear  Ms.  Keene, 


The  New  River  in  Alleghany  County  is  qualified  for  designation  as 
an  Outstanding  Resource  Water.  The  New  River  qualifies  in  that  it 
is  an  outstanding  fishery,  it  has  a  very  high  level  of  water 
based  recreation,  it  is  wild  and  scenic,  and  it  flows  through  the 
Cone  Estate  National  Park  and  the  New  River  State  Park.  We 
strongly  support  this  status. 

We  live  in  southwest  Virginia  near  the  New  River.  In  our  region 
the  New  River  is  viewed  as  an  invaluable  national  resource. 
Congressman  Rahall  just  announced  that  he  will  introduce 
legislation  to  pursue  Wild  and  Scenic  River  designation  for  the 
U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  section  between  Virginia  and  West 
Virginia  (the  Bluestone  Project  area).  In  southwest  Virginia  and 
West  Virginia  there  is  strong  support  for  regional  protection  for 
the  New  River.  Your  New  River  headwaters  in  North  Carolina 
directly  affect  us.  We  are  concerned  with  the  entire  New  River 
and  enthusiastically  request  the  ORW  designation  for  the  New 
River  in  Alleghany  County. 

Sincerely, 

Harriet  Hodges  and  Grover  Mitchell 

Route  1,  Box  151 

New  Castle,  Virginia  24128 


cc:  Warner,  Robb,  Rahall,  and  Boucher 
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Ivey,  Ivey,  McClellan  &  Gatton 


|r  L.  McClellan 


|{S  M.  IVEY.  JR. 
l-s  M.  IVEY.  Ill 


ATTORNEYS  AND  COUNSELLORS  AT  LAW 
121  SOUTH  ELM  STREET 

GREENSBORO,  NORTH  CAROLINA  27401 


GREENSBORO.  NORTH  CAROLINA 
27402 


MAILING  ADDRESS 
POST  OFFICE  BOX  3324 


'R.  GATTON 
,K.  TALCOTT 


TELEPHONE  (919)  274-4658 
FAX  (919)  274-4540 


I  H.  PINTO 
II.  BLUST 
:  L.  PARKER 
S  A.  WORTH 
V.  WHITEHEART 


March  13,  1992 


Ms.  Suzanne  H.  Keen 

Department  of  Environment,  Health 

and  Natural  Resources 

P.O.  Box  29535 

Raleigh,  N.C.  27626-0535 


RE:  ORW  Classification  for  the  New  River 


Dear  Ms.  Keen: 


This  letter  is  to  express  my  strong  public  support  for 
the  Outstanding  Resource  Water  (ORW)  classification  for  the 
New  River  in  Ashe  and  Alleghany  Counties.  I  grew  up  in  the 
Jefferson  area  and  started  canoeing  and  fishing  in  the  New 
River  when  I  was  a  young  boy.  I  now  own  property  on  the 
North  Fork  of  the  New  River  in  Ashe  County  and  want  to  see 
this  natural  and  beautiful  heritage  passed  on  to  other 
generations . 

More  importantly,  however,  is  my  concern  that  we  are 
polluting  our  streams  and  waterways  so  significantly  that  we 
are  endangering  not  only  the  fish  and  aquatic  life  in  and 
around  the  polluted  streams,  but  we  are  also  endangering  the 
water  quality  and  water  supply  for  all  downstream  towns  and 
cities.  One  very  clear  example  of  local  interest  to  this 
area  of  the  country  is  the  fact  that  the  town  of  Fries, 
Virginia  has  sued  the  town  of  Galax,  Virginia  for  discharging 
improperly  treated  sewage  and  toxic  chemicals  into  the  New 
River  and  polluting  the  water  supply  for  the  town  of  Fries. 
The  same  problem  could  occur  for  every  water  supply  intake 
downstrean  from  a  discharge  into  the  river  basin. 

The  severity  of  the  problem  becomes  more  recognizable 
when  one  considers  that  many  of  the  area ' s  towns  and  cities 
have  grown  faster  than  anticipated  and  are  often  unable  to 
properly  treat  the  increased  sewage  produced.  The  town  of 
West  Jefferson  has  had  trouble  removing  bacteria,  solids  and 
cyanide  from  its  sewage  and  was  ordered  at  one  time  to  end 
new  sewer  hookups  to  the  town  system.  The  town  of  Jefferson 
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recently  had  serious  problems  with  cleaning  solvents  from 
a  local  industry  being  improperly  processed  before  being 
discharged  into  the  river  basin.  In  a  Public  Notice  printed 
in  the  March  6,  1992  edition  of  the  Jefferson  Post,  it  was 
also  disclosed  that  levels  of  mercury  and  silver  discharged 
from  Ashe  Memorial  Hospital  exceeded  their  discharge  permit 
or  pretreatment  levels. 

The  same  problem  has  occured  more  severely  in  the  Rocky 
River  south  of  Siler  City,  and  the  cities  of  Eden,  Stoneville 
and  Greensboro  have  all  had  recent  problems  with  their  sewage 
treatment  plants.  Information  printed  in  the  Greensboro  News 
and  Record  indicated  that  at  any  given  time  there  are  between 
35  and  50  North  Carolina  cities  that  are  under  State  of  North 
Carolina  consent  orders  to  improve  sewage  treatment  or  face 
fines  and  other  legal  action.  West  Jefferson  has  in  the  last 
few  years  had  significant  problems  with  their  leaking  water 
and  sewer  systems  and  recently  was  close  to  being  put  under  a 
consent  order  to  improve  its  aging  water  and  sewer  lines. 

As  sewage  treatment  equipment  ages  and  as  these  sewage 
plants  are  inundated  with  more  sewage  than  they  can  handle, 
the  leaking  sewage  often  finds  its  way  into  small  creeks  and 
streams.  Eventually  this  raw  and  untreated  sewage,  or 
improperly  treated  sewage  from  the  processing  plants,  will 
flow  into  the  drainage  basin  of  the  New  River.  This  type  of 
problem  is  bad  enough,  but  when  coupled  with  other  permitted 
discharges  into  the  New  River  Basin,  and  discharges  that 
exceed  the  applicable  limits  like  the  recent  mercury  and 
silver  discharges  from  Ashe  Memorial  Hospital,  a  tremendous 
cumulative  effect  occurs  that  could  be  devastating  to  the 
ecological  life  of  the  New  River  and  dangerous  to  the  people 
using  water  taken  from  the  river  downstream. 

Information  I  had  received  in  1987,  from  what  was  then 
called  the  Department  of  Natural  Resources  and  Community 
Development,  indicated  that  there  were  38  discharge  permits 
issued  in  the  New  River  Basin  in  North  Carolina.  Recent 
information  indicates  that  there  are  25  industrial  or 
commercial  producers  of  waste  that  have  discharge  permits  for 
the  New  River  Basin.  These  discharge  permits  included  the 
towns  of  Jefferson,  West  Jefferson,  Lansing,  Boone,  Blowing 
Rock,  and  Sparta.  There  were  several  industrial  plants  that 
utilize  highly  toxic  chemicals  that  have  been  granted 
discharge  permits  as  well  as  several  elementary  and  high 
schools  and  Applachian  State  University.  I  was  even  suprised 
to  learn  that  Tweetsie  Railroad  has  a  discharge  permit  for 
the  New  River  Basin. 
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The  cumulative  effect  of  these  discharges  could  have 
enormous  and  devastating  effects  on  the  quality  of  the  water 
downstream  for  aquatic  and  human  life  if  the  discharges  are 
not  properly  restricted.  There  are  many  possible  chemicals 
that  can  be  discharged  from  these  industrial  plants  and  few 
are  monitored  or  have  established  standards.  The  schools  and 
institutional  producers  of  sewage  are  further  not  equipped  to 
monitor,  much  less  treat,  their  discharged  effluent.  If 
additional  discharge  permits  are  allowed  to  be  issued  the 
quality  of  the  water  in  the  New  River  is  put  in  jeopardy, 
thereby  damaging  the  water  supplies  downstream,  damaging  the 
economic  base  from  tourism  and  travel  and  possibly  destroying 
an  outstanding  natural  resource  for  future  generations. 

No  one  should  question  that  the  New  River  is  a  valuable 
natural  resource  for  Ashe,  Alleghany  and  Watauga  Counties  and 
for  North  Carolina  as  a  v;hole.  The  River  is  also  a  valuable 
economic  resource  for  these  areas  because  it  attracts 
tourists,  provides  canoeing  and  fishing  recreation  for 
residents  and  vacationers,  it  has  spanned  a  large  real  estate 
market  for  the  vacation  or  second  home  buyer,  and  has 
contributed  to  the  scenic  beauty  of  the  area  that  attracts 
the  tourist  dollars. 

The  North  Carolina  Department  of  Tourism  has  published 
information  from  its  1989  statistics  showing  significant 
impact  on  the  local  economies  of  Ashe,  Alleghany  and  Watauga 
counties  from  tourist  and  travel  dollars.  These  statistics 
show  that  Ashe  received  the  benefit  of  16.3  million  of 
tourist  and  travel  dollars  in  1989.  Watauga  received  63 
million  and  Alleghany  received  5.3  million.  These  dollars 
resulted  in  significant  jobs  being  produced  for  the  local 
economies  and  large  tax  revenues  raised  for  the  county  and 
local  governments.  I  doubt  many  would  question  the 
contribution  that  the  New  River  plays  in  attracting  tourists 
and  travelers  into  the  Northwestern  mountains  of  North 
Carolina. 

My  understanding  of  the  ORW  status  for  the  Wild  and 
Scenic  portion  of  the  New  River  is  that  it  would  enhance  the 
mangement  strategy  of  the  Environmental  Management  Commission 
by  protecting  this  body  of  water  from  new  or  expanded 
wastewater  discharges.  In  addition,  within  the  watershed  of 
the  ORW  new  development  activities  must  limit  density  or 
utilize  stormwater  control  systems  that  will  help  preserve 
the  quality  of  the  water. 

After  reviewing  the  management  strategies  for  protecting 
the  water  quality  of  the  areas  seeking  designation  as  ORW,  I 
find  these  proposed  control  systems  neither  burdensome  nor 
restrictive  to  reasonable  development.  The  stormwater 
controls  will  not  significally  impact  low  density 
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developments,  defined  primarily  as  single  family  developments 
on  one  acre  lots.  And  the  proposed  controls  for  the  storm 
water  runoff  in  high  density  developments  are  not  burdensome 
nor  prohibitively  expensive. 

Additionally,  no  new  or  expanded  discharge  permits  will 
be  allowed  directly  into  the  segment  designated  as  ORW,  and 
upstream  of  the  ORW  designation.  This  is  intended  to  protect 
the  downstream  quality  of  the  water  and  to  ensure  that  the 
excellent  quality  of  the  water  in  the  ORW  designation  is 
preserved.  The  discharge  restrictions  will  require  that 
towns  and  cities  adequately  treat  their  sewage  and  effluent, 
something  they  should  be  doing  anyway.  And  the  management 
and  monitoring  system  set  up  by  the  Division  of  Environmental 
Management  provides  for  an  entity  and  structure  to  monitor 
the  discharges  and  treatment  of  sewage. 

In  summary,  ORW  designation  for  the  portions  of  the  New 
River  included  in  the  proposal  deserves  support  because  it 
preserves  the  quality  of  the  water  in  the  New  River  for 
downstream  users,  it  protects  an  increasingly  important 
tourist  revenue  base  for  these  areas,  it  preserves  a 
wonderful  and  ecologically  significant  natural  resource,  and 
the  measures  to  preserve  the  water  quality  are  neither 
restrictive  on  reasonable  low  density  development  nor 
prohibitively  expensive  for  high  density  development.  This 
proposal  deserves  the  support  of  the  people  of  the  area,  the 
local  governments  and  the  users  of  this  unique  and  valuable 
natural  resource,  both  for  ourselves  and  for  generations  to 
come . 


I  would  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  make  these  points 
at  the  Hearing  on  March  17. 


Very  truly  yours. 


Thomas  A.  Worth 


TAW ; me 

cc:  National  Committee  For  the  New  River 
Alleghany  News 
Jefferson  Post 
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1989  Impact  of  Travel  on  North  Carolina 
Table  A:  Alphabetical  by  County 


County 

Expend! tures 
(S  Hi  1  lions) 

Payroll  Employment 

($  Millions)  (Thousands) 

State  Tax 
Receipts 
(S  Mi  1  lions) 

Local  Tax 

Receipts 
(S  Mi  1 1  ions) 
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6.23 

9.28 

4.76 

BURKE 

31.59 

5.44 

0.54 

1.31 

0.69 

CABARRUS 

61.75 

13.94 

1.28 

2.07 

1.52 

CALDWELL 

23.32 

3.88 

0.35 

0.92 

0.62 

CAMDEN 

0.58 

0.05 

0.00 

0.03 

0.00 

CARTERET 

91.88' 

22.82 

2.63 

3.45 

1.88 

CASWELL 

1.78 

0.19 

0.02 

0.07 

0.05 

CATAWBA 

91.46 

17.56 

1.74 

3.68 

2.03 

CHATHAM  . 

10.63 

1.51 

0.14 

0.43 

0.19 

CHEROKEE 

9.12 

1.46 

0.15 

0.38 

0.28 

CHOWAN 

5.99 

1.12 

0.12 

0.24 

0.12 

CLAY 

1.47 

0.18 

0.02 

0.07 

0.06 

CLEVELAND 

46.20 

7.89 

0.76 

1.90 

1.00 

COLUMBUS 

22.98 

3.60 

0.34 

0.97 

0.74 

CRAVEN 

50.45 

11.91 

0.92 

1.87 

1.33 

CUMBERLAND 

183.76 

45.12 

4.03 

7.09 

3.96 

CURRITUCK 

5.76 

0.92 

0.09 

0.24 

0.29 

DARE 

183.68 

49.05 

5.89 

7.15 

3.34 

DAVIDSON 

43.24 

6.48 

0.61 

1.80 

1.20 

DAVIE 

13.29 

2.70 

0.24 

0.45 

0.28 

DUPLIN 

11.19 

1.35 

0.11 

0.50 

0.26 

DURHAM 

193.90 

44.95 

4.91 

7.70 

3.61 

EDGECOMBE 

19.50 

3.39 

0.31 

0.73 

0.33 

FORSYTH 

268.41 

53.93 

5.41 

10.61 

6.13 

FRANKLIN 

8.58 

1.25 

0.12 

0.35 

0.23 

GASTON 

76.17 

12.28 

1.16 

3.06 

1.86 

GATES 

1.93 

0.20 

0.02 

0.09 

0.07 

GRAHAM 

17.28 

3.88 

0.38 

0.44 

0.22 

GRANVILLE 

12.40 

1.87 

0.19 

0.54 

0.25 

GREENE 

2.52 

0.29 

0.02 

0.11 

0.03 

GUILFORD 

437.20 

129.67 

9.82 

16.32 

10.46 

HALIFAX 

35.75 

6.29 

0.64 

1.54 

0.75 

HARNETT 

28.68 

5.07 

0.52 

1.18 

0.63 

HAYWOOO 

52.65 

11.81 

1.19 

1.72 

1.06 

HENDERSON 

54.36 

11.89 

1.19 

2.13 

1.35 

HERTFORD 

12.66 

1.94 

0.19 

0.55 

0.35 

HOKE 

3.86 

0.49 

0.04 

0.16 

0.07 

HYDE 

7.65 

1.97 

0.24 

0.31 

0.12 

IREDELL 

65.48 

12.39 

1.24 

2.66 

1.44 

JACKSON 

24.25 

5.84 

0.65 

0.90 

0.47 
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JCH>.S:CN 

43.53 

7.82 

0.81 

1.78 

1.24 

JCKES 

1.04 

0.09 

0.01 

0.05 

0.00 

LEE 

24.62 

4.11 

0.40 

0.99 

0.75 

LENCU 

34.05 

6.15 

0.62 

1.33 

0.83 

LINCOLN 

15.91 

2.34 

0.20 

0.64 

0.53 

HCOOS.'ELL 

20.07 

3.44 

0.31 

0.66 

0.36 

KACCN 

26.58 

6.56 

0.69 

0.94 

0.70 

KADISCM 

3.36 

0.41 

0.04 

0.15 

0.08 

MARTIN 

12.66 

2.34 

0.25 

0.52 

0.31 

MECKLENBURG 

1,396.92 

589.05 

31.51 

47.37 

24.99 

MITCHELL 

13.63 

2.65 

0.25 

0.38 

0.20 

MONTGOMERY 

5.41 

0.58 

0.05 

0.24 

0.10 

MOORE 

118.71 

31.64 

3.59 

4.34 

2.25 

NASH 

71.64 

15.39 

1.65 

2.82 

1.41 

NEW-HANOVER 

173.40 

45.81 

4.24 

6.85 

3.99 

NORTHAMPTON 

3.13 

0.32 

0.02 

0.15 

0.19 

CNSLOU 

64.62 

16.84 

1.38 

2.40 

1.15 

ORANGE 

55.84 

11.33 

1.17 

2.24 

1.23 

PAMLICO 

2.83 

0.46 

0.04 

0.11 

0.10 

PASQUOTANK 

21.62 

3.84 

0.40 

0.89 

0.60 

PENDER 

14.92 

3.44 

0.39 

0.59 

0.27 

PERQUIMANS 

1.34 

0.15 

0.01 

0.06 

0.03 

PERSON 

10.42 

1.47 

0.14 

0.44 

0.22 

PITT 

71.65 

14.25 

1.46 

2.88 

1.70 

POLK 

6.32 

1.26 

0.13 

0.25 

0.09 

RANDOLPH 

40.98 

6.99 

0.64 

1.64 

1.21 

RICHMOND 

17.28 

3.13 

0.31 

0.66 

0.45 

ROBESON 

56.90 

10.36 

1.10 

2.40 

1.32 

ROCKINGHAM 

28.66 

4.73 

0.45 

1.11 

0.63 

RO'.'AN 

48.40 

9.16 

0.94 

1.93 

1.34 

RUTHERFORD 

37.52 

4.92 

0.45 

1.82 

0.56 

SAMPSON 

16.08 

2.56 

0.24 

0.67 

0.32 

SCOTLAND 

17.06 

2.94 

0.29 

0.68 

0.85 

STANLY 

23.62 

3.26 

0.30 

1.05 

0.61 

STOKES 

6.74 

0.86 

0.07 

0.28 

0.16 

SURRY 

31.89 

4.65 

0.42 

1.32 

0.72 

SUAIN 

26.86 

6.46 

0.65 

0.78 

0.36 

STRANSYLVANIA 

15.66 

3.49 

0.37 

0.58 

0.33 

TYRRELL 

0.75 

0.08 

0.01 

0.03 

0.04 

UNION 

36.76 

6.03 

0.57 

1.51 

1.04 

VANCE 

24.14 

3.83 

0.35 

0.96 

1.39 

WAKE 

701.59 

297.49 

16.02 

23.22 

14.83 

WARREN 

5.55 

0.85 

0.07 

0.20 

0.11 

WASH  INTON 

5.32 

0.83 

0.09 

0.23 

0.10 

WATAUGA 

63.12 

15.83 

1.71 

2.20 

1.20 

WAYNE 

55.36 

8.85 

0.86 

2.45 

1.25 

WILKES 

47.77 

8.39 

0.73 

1.64 

5.56 

WILSON 

43.30 

7.70 

0.73 

1.72 

0.84 

YADKIN 

13.91 

2.77 

0.31 

0.57 

0.30 

YANCEY 

10.98 

2.26 

.  0.19 

0.25 

0.14 

STATE  TOTALS 

S  6,305.90  S 

'  1,814.81 

137.37  $ 

233.41  S 

137.96 

c1991  U-S.  Travel  Data  Center 
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^ U 

O  R  W  ? 

Tlie  proposed  Outstanding  Resource  Water  ts 
the  Ne.u-  River  in  Alleghany  County  is  comple 
portant  for  people  to  understand. 

The  cla.ssification  is  intended  to  help  preser\'eh 
the  water  itself,  so  that  future  generations  can  ii 
.\’ew  River  as  we  have.  ORW  does  not  attempt  1 1 
scenic  qualities  of  the  river  or  prohibit  developmei 
All  surface  waters  in  the  state  are  rated  accoiii 
and  quality.  Many  mountain  streams  and  rivers, i 
Little  River  and  New  River  in  Alleghany,  are  cue 
Tied  as  High  Quality  Waters  (HQW). 

That  high  quality  rating  is  determined  by  fajo 
chemical  and  biological  makeup,  having  designt'o 
trout  waters  or  primary  nursery  areas,  or  bei; 
drinking  water  supplies. 

High  Quality  Waters  are  eligible  for  Outstandg 
Water  (ORW)  status  if  they  meet  certain  criteriaf 
eligible  because  of  its  status  as  a  .Wild  and  Seer; 
because  of  the  excellent  water  quality. 

The  difference  between  High  Quality  Water  sta;s 
standing  Resource  Water  status  is  outlined  as  folloi. 
High  Qualify  Wafer  (which  currently  applies  "i 
River  in  Alleghany): 

•  requires  more  advanced  treatment  of  wastewat  j 
expanded  treatment  systems,  if  the  system  dischai;! 
into  the  HQW. 

•  requires  that  development  disturbing  an  acre  ornr 
a  mile  of  the  HQW,  be  of  low  density  or  have  stonvi 
trols. 

The  proposed  New  River  Outstanding  Resoi:i 
designation: 

•  \\  ill  prohibit  new  or  expanded  wastewater  disii 
rectly  into  the  ORW. 

•  will  require  more  advanced  treatment  of  wasteai 
charged  into  any  tributaries  in  the  New  River  Basinii 
eludes  large  parts  of  Alleghany  and  Ashe,  and  a  snref 
Watauga. 

•  will  not  change  the  density  or  stomiwater  requirenii 
The  ORW  status  will  not  change  requirements  fd 

developments  that  don't  discharge  waste  into  the  ri'r, 
not-affect  people  planning  to  build  single  family  dwli 
small  lots.  ' 

It  will  affect  towns  that  expand  or  build  new  wiii 
treatment  systems  (after  ORW  status  is  approved)  ul 
New  River  Basin,  which  includes  Spana. 

It  will  affect  industries  or  other  developments  pin 
build  or  expand  wastewater  meatment  systems. 

Tliose  systems  must  have  one  extra  step  to  meet  stni 
charge  limits  of  solids  and  ammonia. 

.No  wastewater  goes  directly  into  the  New  River  in  /e 
County  right  now.  The  ORW  status  would  ensure  thrii 
that  way. 

The  (DRW  proposal  deserves  our  support.  We  don't  ai 
ture  generations  to  endure  a  polluted  .New  River  witlu 
and  no  children  splashing  in  the  ripples.  Tliis  generationa 
ability  to  help  prevent  that. 

.A  public  hearing  on  the  ORW  proposal  is  set  for  .Man 
7  p.m.  at  the  county  cou.-xhouse  in  Boone.  Written  con' 
are  also  accepted  up  untii  a  month  after  the  hearing.  TT' 
be  addres.sed  to  Suzan.ne  Keen.  Division  of  Environt 
M.tr.agemcnt.  P.O.  Box  .Palrij'a.  .N.C. 
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Peggy  Bailey 
Ht.  1  Box  24 2 J 
Grumpier,  NC  28617 


March  7,  1992 


Suzanne  Keen 

Biv.  of  Envir,  I%mt, 

P,0.  Box  29535 
Raleigh,  NC  27626-0555 

To  V/hom  It  May  Concern: 

An  opportunity  exists  to  protect  a  necessary  and  valuable  resource. 
The  New  River  meets  the  criteria  for  OH'.'/,  V/hat  a  waste  it  would  be 
to  let  the  water  quality  deteriorate  and  allow  the  standards  to  be 
reduced.  Action  can  be  taken  now  to  insure  that  the  present  water 
quality  will  not  be  lessened. 

The  New  Hiver  provides  not  only  a  scenic  treasure,  but  an  economic 
one  as  well,  A  total  of  8-10  million  dollars  is  generated  annually  in 
Ashe  County  because  of  the  New  River.  Che  of  the  state's  best  small  mouth 
bass  fisheries,  the  New  River,  will  be  affected  by  your  decision. 

It  is  mrealistic  to  expect  developers  to  regulate  themselves.  The 
Old  Beau  development  nesu?  Roaring  Gap  is  an  example  of  what  can  go  wrong, 

I  urge  you  to  take  the  appropriate  action  and  classify  the  New  River  as 
an  outstanding  resource  water,  thus,  keeping  the  high  quality  of  water 
in  the  New  River  preserved  for  all  those  who  use  the  river,  present  and 
future. 


Sincerely 


Peggy  Bailey 
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MEMO  from  JAKE  PLYLER 


Date 

To  lu>ytuiiJLJ  '^£jL-t>y 


Subject  U-iXj/ 


/}u^  /u  ^UUrJ , 


lOJi^ 


Tu^  f^L^UV  ^  ^  uJ 

u^Zlu)  7o^ 

"-Lu-  ^  'tL-tu^  iw 

A-74^  ^ 

^  ciJU^  ^  ^ 

^  ^4^  -cv^ 

^  i;  fu.^  ^  ^i=i^  i. 

;?.  ff.  ^iP/^ 


AMAMIar  «OV  l«H  #««; 
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uJsL-^  y~G-A^  Po--^  ct  . 


/S^.  (3  /S'/c^^F 

'i>c7r>u^^AJt  zrcaj 
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o/ WILDLIFE 


Man  h‘A(iril 

Vitiunw  S*J  Sumher  2 

,t  I'lihlu  ■ln>lt  \  <  W  lUlhti  I  c'lli  r.ltiiMl 
(lit  • 'I  \\  liiiliU'  )  in  ItM.ilK  >n  > 

.iichacl  0»rcoran  l*til»liNlu  r 
I'  Nickcft.>  I  Jiior 
r  Millcr  IMiioi 

Sc'liniidl  Moiior.ii'x  .iikI  l!\oiuiivt.- 


III  c.vKonw  wii.Di.in  i  iDi  k.vnoN 

^  I  KS  \M>  I  \1  LI  "1 1\  V  (.OMMirn  i- 

rohn  Anderson  FrcMiiotu. 

)  n  Hazel.  Kjsicrn  V  uc  Froidciu.  CLinK-r 
iBrown  Lfniral  Vkc  Proideni.  (Uirlin^uin 
a  MosicUcr,  WoMoni  \‘kc  Proklcni.  IJiuolnion 
^:k  Rice  Scvrciary.  An^icr 

Cobb  Iniinedialc  Pjm  ProKlcnc.  Oilwtiuilk* 
fflichacl  Corcoran.  I-\cv.  S'ke  Prirsulenc  Ta'a.siircr. 

I  atii 

^  CKO  or  olKr<^c)K^ 

Jjier  W.  Arnold  i;m.-n.dvir<i 
Ji  Basala  K.ii<.-iKli 
h-cU  Bost  KuntU|K>li.<. 

)i.  Bnunc  WilMiin|!l<>n 
lip  H.  Braccwell.  Miikon 
><  Bromley,  fciloinh 
(ineth  Brown  ll;iyN 
*.  Cate,  Ourhani 
0  Phillip  Doerr  K;ile])>h 
Or  Farley.  Ol  Lincoinum 
|acs  B.  Gillespie.  Wilmington 
f  uny  Glover.  Clinton 
Cle  C  Harmon.  Greenshoro 
Hold  D.  Herman  ilickon 
PI  Hinton  sunlnirv 
py  L  Hoyle.  MnitiiliclJ 
Eiussell  Johnston.  IWIIiavcn 
VUam  Kane.  Cullowhee 
I  Patrick  Kennedy.  ILiIcigh 
J-n  F.  Lentz.  Ellerlx.* 

(tries  S.  Manooch,  III.  Morehcad  City 
pJEalton  McNairy.  Grccn.Nl>«>ro 

I.  NichoUon.  Wmsion-Salcin 
Try  Pran.  Mern.'  Hill 

l>mas  W.  Reese.  Ilkkorv 
f~man  Riddle.  Burlington 
Jin  Riggsbee  Kalcigh 
(lyeShaw.  Kalcigh 
}>  Shell.  Miikory 
I  David  Thompson  Cinhage 
l^an  (jpchurch.  Kalcigh 
!phen  Warner.  .Swandxiro 
I>n  Waters.  l-filUlvirtnigh 
ji.  WhiiJey»  ni.  Tari^iro 
I  try  B.  Wilfong.  Nc\Mon 
,  mn  Wilfong.  Ncviion 
,  nes  F.  Yount.  Newton 
I  Ian  Yount  lliikor> 

•NSKKVAnON  DIKFCrrOKS 

Sidney  Baynes  Wc*mlcll 
,in  Hc‘nb<iw  (.tMUonl  Immii  1  nliiniii-\l 
,  t  Bottoms.  IM<m  .Mountain.  AuiiiiUin  Nhiciv  in  \( 

J  Holman.  Rilcigh.  N.(!.  (ainN^'iA aiion  (aMimil 
Jones.  Kalcigli.  NCSL  Forcsifv  F.xica>ion 
n  Rice,  R.ilcigh.  NCSL  F.Ntcnsion 

JEND  OF  WILDLIFE  (ISSN  0016-1284)  is  puhlisluil 
iKinthly  Nonh  (anilina  Wikllilc  IkxJi'rjtion.  1020 
ishingtnn  Mrxx*t.  Kalcigh.  N<!  i^<iOS  Maikxt  imln Kltially 
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.•If  mcnilvrship  Ix^m-Tiis  anti  disirilHiicil  to  ouuIoih-  j 
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iiMU  OlOHU  lO.M 


It  i.s  a  bu.sy  time  tor  lluxsc  who  work  to  cMi.siirc  a  clean  environineni  anti 
healthy  wikllitc  for  future  j>eneration.s.  In  the  pa.si  month.s  w'e  have  been 
enibroiletl  in  eontnn er.sy  over  wetlantl.s  anti  watenslietl.s.  anti  a  look  at  the 
coming  month.s  brings  to  .siglit  more  skirmishing  over  w'ater  tiiailiiy  protection 
anti  tlie  reauthori/ation  of  a  eon.servation  cornerstone,  tlie  Endangered  .Speties 
Act.  All  tliree  i.s.sties  have  a  common  tlireatl  tliat  ties  them  together,  and  that  i.s 
the  notion  of  the  government  telling  the  private  landowner  wliat  lie  or  .she 
can  and  canntit  do  with  the  land  to  which  they  hold  title. 

An  oft-voiced  concern  i.s  the  infringement  of  private  property  rights  by 
government  when  a  citizen-landowner  i.s  re.stricted  in  using  their  land.  At  the 
North  Carolina  Wildlife  Federation  our  basic  response  to  this  i.ssue  is  that  .such 
regulations  are  often  justified  becau.se  w'hat  run  do  on  your  land  has  an  ojf-silc 
effect  on  me  if  I  live  downhill  or  down.stream  —  and  we  all  live  downhill  or 
down.stream  from  .someone.  The  law  of  the  land  since  the  192()s  has  been  that 
the  gcn  ernmeni  may  restrict  your  use  of  your  proiXTty  to  pivivit!  harm  to  the 
public.  We  contend  that  the  decline  in  water  quality,  increa.se  in  flooding 
potential  and  loss  of  fisheries  productivity  that  stem  from  the  destruction  of 
wetlands  are  clearly  harmful  to  the  genenil  public.  We  al.so  contend  that 
degradation  of  water  quality  due  to  reduced  watershed  protections  po.ses  a 
harm  to  the  public.  And  ditto  for  the  upcoming  i.ssue  of  an  accelerated  loss  ol 
plant  and  animal  species  threatening  our  .state,  nation  and  world's  natural 
biodiversit)'. 

As  long  as  a  private  landowner  is  left  with  a  "reasonable"  u.se  of  their 
property,  the  government  doesn't  have  to  compensate  for  a  reduction  in  the 
profit  that  comes  with  the  .sale  or  development  of  private  property.  If,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  government  takes  land  through  the  power  of  eminent  domain 
to  proi’icle  a  public  benefit  (.such  as  a  highway,  re.servoir  or  park),  then  it  must 
compensate  the  landowner  at  market  value. 

Expect  the  foes  of  clean  water,  biodikersity  and  .Mi.'.tainabk-  wildlife  popu¬ 
lations  to  continue  to  pull  the  trick  card  of  privale-propeny  infringement  out 
of  their  sleeves  each  time  they  are  told  they  can  no  longer  pollute  our  rivers, 
plow  our  wetlands  and  pillage  our  critical  watersheds.  Make  no  mistake.  This 
land  is  o//rland.  5 
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OUR  NEW  RIVER 

WE  THE  UNDERSIGNED  are  proud  of  the  water  quality  of  our  scenic  New  River 
and  recognize  the  river  as  an  economic  and  recreational  asset.  As  good  stewards, 
we  wish  to  protect  the  water  quality  for  future  generations. 

We  understand  ORW  status  will  not  affect  individuals  who  own  a  lot  and  plan  to 
build  a  house.  It  would  not  affect  livestock  farmers.  It  would  only  affect  waste- 
water  discharges  and  certain  real  estate  development. 

We  value  the  long-range  profit  to  the  entire  community  rather  than  short-term 
economic  benefits  to  the  few.  A  clean,  scenic  river  will  be  of  value  for  many 
years. 

THEREFORE,  WE  WOULD  LIKE  THE  NEW  RIVER  TO  BE  DESIGNATED  AS 
"OUTSTANDING  RESOURCE  WATER"  (ORW)  BY  THE  N.C.  DIVISION  OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL  MANAGEMENT. 
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OUR  NEW  RIVER 

WE  THE  UNDERSIGNED  are  proud  of  the  water  quality  of  our  scenic  New  River 
and  recognize  the  river  as  an  economic  and  recreational  asset.  As  good  stewards, 
we  wish  to  protect  the  water  quality  for  future  generations. 

We  understand  ORW  status  will  not  affect  individuals  who  own  a  lot  and  plan  to 
build  a  house.  It  would  not  affect  livestock  farmers.  It  would  only  affect  waste- 
water  discharges  and  certain  real  estate  development. 

We  value  the  long-range  profit  to  the  entire  community  rather  than  short-term 
economic  benefits  to  the  few.  A  clean,  scenic  river  will  be  of  value  for  many 
years. 

THEREFORE,  WE  WOULD  LIKE  THE  NEW  RIVER  TO  BE  DESIGNATED  AS 
"OUTSTANDING  RESOURCE  WATER"  (ORW)  BY  THE  N.C.  DIVISION  OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL  MANAGEMENT. 
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We  support  the  reclassification  of  the  affore  mentioned  waters,  V 
we  care  and  want  clean  water  now. 
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BACKGROUND 

'J'hc  Sierra  Club  (George  Dula,  chairman  of  the  Blue  Ridge  Group;  has  requested 
reclassification  of  the  Upper  Watauga  River  in  Watauga  County  to  Outstanding  Resource 
Waters.  The  request  is  for  the  Watauga  River  from  the  confluence  with  Bairds  Creek  to  the 
source,  including  all  the  tributaries  (Figure  1).  In  addition,  the  Watauga  River  from  its 
source  to  highway  105  bridge,  which  is  within. the  reach  proposed  by  the  Sierra  Club,  has 
also  been  ra^uested  for  ORW  designation  by  Joe  Mickey,  District  7  biologist  with  the 
Wildlife  Resources  Commission.  Tliis  section  of  the  Watauga  River  is  cunrently  classifier! 
as  B  Trout.  Also,  the  entire  Watauga  River  in  North  Carolina  has  been  recently  designated 
as  High  Quality  Waters. 

A.  Land  Use. 

Much  of  the  Watauga  River  catchment  above  Bairds  Creek  is  developed,  including 
urban  areas  near  Boone.  Laurel  Creek,  a  large  tributary  upstream  of  Bairds  Creek,  drains 
much  of  the  urban  Boone  area.  The  Watauga  River  runs  parallel  to  NC  highway  105  for 
much  of  its  length  within  the  reach  being  considered  for  reclassification.  Commercial 
development  has  proliferated  along  this  section.  Several  developments  with  package 
WWTP  >  and  golf  courses  located  along  two  headwater  tributaries  (Valley  and  Lance 
Creeks)  may  also  affect  water  quality.  However,  large  sections  of  the  upper  catchment  is 
pulMic  land  including  sections  within  Julian  PVice  Memorial  Park  and  the  Blue  Ridge 
Parkway. 

B.  IVnnitted  Di.schargers. 

'fheir  are  24  loiown  point  sources  dischtu^gers  in  the  catchment  above  the 
eonlL.'.ence  (d'  Bairds  Creek.  These  dischargers,  and  their  design  flows,  are  listed  below 
and  illustrated  on  Figure  1.  Several  of  these  disdiargers  are  ver}'  close  to  one  another  and 
arc  listed  with  similar  numbers  on  this  list  (i.c.  numbers  10,  13  and  15). 

Desitzn  Flow 


Map  T.VD i sc h a :aer 

NPDES  # 

Receivins  Sueam 

CMGD) 

1.  Hound  Flars  Lodge 

NC0032123 

Watauga  ILiver 

0.14 

2.  'I’viiiahlosse  Limited 

NC0032212 

Lance  Creek 

0.15 

3.  ]  Icbron  Cf)  &.  Grace  H.M 

NC0032191 

Wataugti  River 

0.004 

6.  Four  Seasons  Apts. 

NC0038041 

Laural  Fk.  Creek 

1.15 

7.  NCDO'J’ 

NC0029785 

UT  Laural  Fork 

0.1 

9.  Mill  Ridge  Dcvel. 

NC0030473 

Watausa  River 

0.01 

9.  'flic  Ponds 

NC00.50610 

Watautia  River 

0.076 

10.  .Murrellc's  River  Prop. 

NC()042919 

Watainza  River 

0.07 
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Watauiiti  River 
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1  1.  SL-ven  Devil.-  Resort 
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U'f  Wtuautta  River 

0.1 1 
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NC{n)32166 

Wtitautza  River 
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1  3.  \kiile  G'ruei,''  Idem. 

NC0067024 

Dutch  Ovek 
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13.  Valle  Ltindin.g 
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Dutch  Creek 
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11.  C'oiintiv  I  louse  Village 
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Vtillev  Creek 
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0.02 
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Figure  1.  Station  L^)caiions  and  Bioclassifications  (large  figures), 

Point  Sources  (small  circles)  and  Water  Quality  Classifications. 
Watauga  River  Outstanding  Resource  Waiei'  Investigation. 
Watauga  County,  North  Carolina.  March  1990. 
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C.  Benthic  Mncroinvertebrate  Investigations. 

The  only  BMAN  location  within  the  designated  reach  is  the  Watauga  River  near 
Shull's  Mill.  Data  from  this  location  has  consistently  indicated  Excellent  water  quality 
(four  collections  have  bc.en  made)  with  EPT  taxa  richness  values  of  45  or  greater. 

Also,  biological  investigations  were  conducted  in  1985  and  1988  at  several 
locations  in  the  upper  Watauga  River  to  assess  water  quality.  Titese  investigations  were 
conducted  in  response  to  a  request  from  the  Watauga  County  Commissioners  and  the 
Asheville  Regional  Office.  Data  were  collected  from  three  headwater  locations,  in  addition 
to  the  BMAN  site  at  Shull's  Mill.  The  data  from  1985,  indicated  that  Good  water  quality 
conditions  were  found  at  all  three  headwater  locations  and  that  Excellent  conditions  were 
recorded  at  the  Shull's  Mill  location.  However,  in  1988,  all  stations  were  given  Excellent 
bioclassifications.  Also  in  1988,  a  Good  bioclas.sification  was  assigned  to  Dutch  Creek, 
which  is  a  tribuituy  of  the  Watauga  River  within  the  reach  designated  for  reclassification. 
Extremely  turbid  conditions  were  noted  at  this  site  following  a  spate  event. 

Bentliic  macroinvertebrates  were  also  collected  from  a  upstream  location  on 
Boone's  Fork,  a  second  tributary  location  of  the  Watauga  River  within  the  reach  proposed 
for  reclassification,  during  a  reclassification  suiA'ey  on  the  Middle  Fork  of  the  New  River. 
These  data,  which  were  collected  as  reference  information  in  November  1989,  indicated 
Excellent  water  quality. 

D.  Fisheries  Invc.stigations. 

Several  fisheries  investigations  have  been  conducted  by  biologists  with  the  Wildlife 
Resources  Commission  (WRC).  These  suiveys  arc  intended  to  document  the  exient  and 
viability  of  game  fish  populations  (primtuily  trout)  in  the  various  catchments.  Many 
surveys  were  conducted  dtiring  a  three  yetir  period  (1979-1981)  to  classification  state- 
managed  trout  stre.-ms  (Bonner  1983).  Data  from  several  of  the  tributary  locations 
indicated  that  only  marginal  wild  ti’out  populations  existed  tit  dou'nstrcam  sections  of 
Boone's  Fork,  Dutch  Creek  and  Laurel  Creek,  and  that  supplemental  stocking  siiould  be 
conducted.  Good  wild  trout  populations  were  recorded  from  sites  at  upper  Boone's  Fork 
and  upper  Dutch  Creek  above  a  series  of  waterfalls.  Data  from  m  o  Watauga  River 
locations  (SR  1557  near  Shull's  Mill  and  SR  1114  at  Valle  Crucis)  indicated  that  because  of 
high  water  temperatures,  trout  viability  was  limited  (despite  the  collection  of  a  large  brown 
trout  from  the  site  near  Shull's  Mill)  and  recommended  that  the  lower  station  near  Valle 
Cnicis  be  removed  from  the  DPMTVV  tuid  managed  for  wamvtuid  cool-water  fishes. 

Rco.ilts  of  an  investigation  to  detemtine  the  most  productive  small  mouth  bass  populations 
in  WRC  district  7  (including  Watauga  County)  suggested  that  small  mouth  bass  be  stocked 
and  mana.ged  in  the  Watauga  River  from  a  point  near  NC  194  to  the  Tennessee  state  line 
(Mickey  1980).  However,  this  latter  section  is  below  the  proposed  ORW  reach. 

more  reci  nt  fisheries  survey  was  conducted  at  a  site  above  Shull's  Mill  (SR 
I5^-’-‘k  September  1‘'85).  'fhe  results  of  this  survey  indicated  tha.t  small  rainbow  trout  were 
extremely  abuiuiam  (40  Ib.s/acre).  O'hc  report  indicaies  that  this  is  an  uncommonly 
productive  stretch  trout  water  for  District  7.  However,  the  report  goes  on  to  note  that  the 
I'rodu.'tivity  and  ab.mdtince  of  small  rainbo\s'  trout  m;iy  luive  been  enhanced  by  enrichment 
Ix-cause  of. septic  tank  .secjxigc  and  golf  coiir.se  runoff 
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STATION  I.OCATIONS 

Nine  siations  were  located  within  the  reach  proposed  for  ORW.  These  locations 
were  selected  to  tissess  u  titer  quality  conditions  in  the  Wtitauga  River  itself  (stations  Wl  to 
\V3)  and  to  comjiare  current  conditions  to  data  collected  from  prior  investigations.  Six 
tributary  locations  were  ahso  selected  (siations  \V4  to  W9).  All  nine  locations  are  described 
in  Table  J  and  illustrated  in  Figure  1. 

Wl.  The  Watauga  River  below  Valley  Creek  at  SR  1594.  This  site  was  chosen  to 
assess  possible  eflects  of  the  golf  course,  whicii  is  located  adjacent  to  Valley  Creek,  on  the 
fauna  of  the  river.  Unlike  other  river  locations,  an  EPT  sample  was  collected  at  this  site 
bccau.se  ol'  its  relatively  small  size  (approximately  8  meters).  The  benthic  fauna  appeared  to 
be  less  diverse  at  this  .'^ite  than  at  other  downstream  locations. 

W2.  The  Watauga  River  near  Shull's  Mill  (BF  .  AN  location).  The  collection 
location  is  at  the  NC  1()5  bridge.  This  site  was  chosen  to  assess  current  water  quality 
conditions  and  to  account  for  any  effects  uf  .seasonality  to  the  benthos,  d'he  fauna  at  this 
location  appeared  to  be  very  productive  with  many  laxa  being  abundant. 

W3.  The  Wattiuga  River  at  NC  194.  This  is  the  most  downstream  location  on  the 
Watauga  River,  and  it  is  slightly  above  the  confluence  widi  Bairds  Creek.  Bairds  Creek  is 
the  downsircam  limit  of  the  proposed  ORW  section. 

WT  Valley  Creek  at  NC  105.  This  site  was  located  near  the  confluence  with  the 
Watauga  River.  There  are  tw'o  small  WWTPs  (Country  House  Village  NC0033448  and 
Kent-West  Development  NC(X)5S891)  and  a  golf  cour.se  located  above  the  collection 
location,  d'he  field  team  noted  moderately  stable  streambank.s  as  well  as  sorne  channel 
alteration.  Many  of  the  pools  had  b.-en  filled  in  with  .sediment. 

W5.  Spice  Bottom  Creek  at  SR  1559.  Spice  Bottom  Creek  appears  to  be  a  fairly 
unimpacted  tributary.  However,  some  deposition  of  course  gravel  and  sand  wets  noted, 
accounting  for  substrate  material  being  embedded.  Upstream  non  point  sources  are  likely 
respon.sible  for  this  sedimentation. 

jAT).  Boone’s  Fork  near  SR  1558.  This  site  is  in  the  low'er  reaches  of  the  Boone's 
Fork  catchment  and  was  chosen  to  supliment  datti  collected  from  a  previous  investigation. 
The  stream  at  this  location  appeared  to  be  relatively  unimpacted.  The  subsuate  was 
comprised  ]irimarily  of  boulder,  nibble  an.!  gravel  with  little  evidence  of  embeddedness. 

W7  and  WR.  Two  stations  were  selected  on  Lance  Creek.  These  tw  o  locations 
were  an  upstream  location  (W8)  above  most  s^  urces  of  imj^act  (althotigii  a  resident  of  the 
area  noted  that  the  Creek  is  veiw  turbid  during  •■.  •.ite  events  and  suggested  that  runoff  from 
a  develojtment  is  the  source)  and  a  downstream  f'caiion  (W7)  at  the  confluence  of  the 
Watauga  River.  W7  is  located  within  a  golf  c(-  irsc.  Habitat  charactenstics  of  this  location 
were  veiy  |)oor  having  significant  channel  al!C!..iion,  a  reduced  jxxtl/rifne  ratio  and  little 
streamside  vegei.ition. 

\\'9.  Laurel  CJreek  ;it  SR  1111.  This  site  w-as  selected  K'  tissess  tltc  effects  of 
non  point  source  ruiudf  and  multiitle  small  point  siuji'ces  near  Boone. 
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I'able  1.  Station  Descriptions.  Watauga  River  Outstanding  Resource  Water  Investigation. 
Watauga  County,  North  Carolina.  March  1990. 


Station  # 

W1 

W2 

W3 

W4 

W5 

W6 

W7 

W8 

W9 

Location 

Watauga 

Watauga 

Watauga  Valley 

Spice 

Boone's 

Lance  Cr. 

Laurel 

River 

River 

River 

Creek 

Bottom 

Fork 

below 

above 

Creek 

NC  105 

Shull's  M 

NC  194 

NC  105 

1560 

1558 

golf  course 

nil 

Elevation  (ft) 

3360 

2760 

2720 

3200 

3000 

3160 

2840 

3200 

2880 

Width  (M) 

S.5 

19 

20 

4 

6 

15 

3 

2 

6 

Depth  (M) 

A\  v-race 

0.3 

0.5 

0.5 

0.2 

0.3 

0.4 

0.1 

0.1 

0.3 

Maximum 

1.0 

1.5 

1.0 

0.8 

1.1 

1.0 

0.5 

0.8 

1.0 

Canopy  (%) 

70 

20 

40 

80 

90 

60 

- 

80 

30 

Aufwuchs 

Mod 

Slight 

Mod 

Abun 

Mod 

Mod 

Mod 

Slight  Slight 

Bank  Erosion 

Mod 

None 

Mod 

Severe 

Mod 

Mod 

Mod 

Mod 

None 

Substrate  (%) 
Boulder 

35 

60 

20 

40 

20 

30 

35 

25 

Rubble 

35 

25 

30 

30 

25 

30 

70 

35 

25 

Gnivel 

15 

10 

15 

15 

20 

20 

20 

20 

20 

S.and 

15 

5 

25 

10 

30 

10 

10 

5 

30 

Sill 

- 

- 

10 

5 

.•) 

- 

- 

5 

- 

Habitat  Score 

97.5 

121 

99 

84.5 

79.5 

1 14 

61 

no 

94 

METHODS 

A.  Benthic  Macroinvertebrates 

Most  Watauga  River  locations  were  stunplcd  using  DEM's  .siandtu'dized  qualitative 
collection  method.  'Fhis  method  uses  a  wide  variety  of  collection  techniques  (10  samples) 
to  inventory  the  aquatic  fauna.  The  primary  output  is  a  species  list  with  some  indication  of 
relative  abundance  (Abundant,  Common  and  Rare)  for  each  taxon.  The  number  of  species 
within  ilie  pollution  intolerant  insect  orders  of  Ephemeropiera.  Plecoptera  and  Trichopiera 
(EPT)  is  used  with  DEM  criteria  to  assign  water  qualtiy  ratings.  Unstressed  streams  and 
rivers  have  many  .species,  while  polluted  ahras  have  fewer  species. 

Tributtu-y  locations  were  sampled  using  an  abbreviated  method.  This  method  is 
designed  to  quickly  tis.sess  between-staiion  differences  in  water  quality.  Four  samples  are 
collected  at  each  hxration:  1  kick,  1  sweep.  1  leafpack  and  visual  collections.  Futhermore, 
only  the  intolerant  "EPT"  groups  are  collected  tind  identified.  Water  qutility  analysis  u.se 
EP  f  taxa  richness,  EPT  abundance,  a  Biotic  Index  and  the  abundance  of  tolenuit/intolerant 
species.  EP'l'  abunda.nce  is  calculated  using  values  of  10,  3  and  1  for  Abundant,  Common 
and  R;ire  species  (summed  for  till  HPT  taxa).  'fhe  biotic  index  is  modifieti  iVom  the 
1  lil.senhoff  Wisconsin  index;  higher  values  iiv-.lieate  water  tjualits'  degradation.  A  correction 
lactor  of  1. 175X  -  0..'^2  has  been  tlevel(>]''ed  to  correct  for  sample  size  differences. 

Si'iiso/u'iH’y.  A  seasonal  conection  lactor  was  used  to  interjiret  titi)'  between  seas(.m 
changes  in  the  tax.:  richness  totals.  .Samples  which,  were  collected  in  .March  for  tliis 
inwstigation  are  likely  to  hro  e  greatei"  \a!ues  (because  of  sjiring  peak  in  iModucti\'it> )  than 
samples  v.  liich  ;ue  collected  in  .Ic’y  m  .August.  Samples  collected,  in  ,lul_\  or  .August  :;re 
collected  ciuring  the  .c.nbieni  mv'':.;v)ring  ixogram.  from  w  iiich  biociassificatli'U  criiei’ia  wviv 
(ler:\  ed.  'I  ins  seasonal  acliusmieiU  is  Ic'.scd  on  a  I'ompi.arison  of  t..,xa  collccn.-d  at  tlie  Sluill's 
Mill  Kvair  ni  (iura:.:  -lie  If.M.A.N  sar\ey  i!  ..re  in  .Aueust  Ph'.d  a.nd  tl.c  (kita  colk\'ii.-.i  !:o:n 
i!n>  in\  e'>i;ga:!i  XU  v.  hieii  is  lU'tevi  :  low  . 
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Au<:iist  19R9  M;irch  1990 

IZphemeroptera  22  20 

Plccopiera  8  IS 

Trichopiera  17  19 

Jn  addition,  a  review  of  percent  occurance  for  each  EPT  taxa  collected  during  this 
investigation  by  season  was  also  conducted.  This  was  accomplished  by  reviewing  all 
collection  records  for  each  EPT  taxa.  The  results  of  these  two  comparisons  indicated  tliat 
there  was  essentially  a  replacement  of  taxa  within  the  Ephemeroptera  and  Trichoptera 
gioups  between  seasons,  but  that  an  increase  in  taxa  witliin  the  Plecoptera  was  noted 
during  the  March  collections.  A  tottil  of  eigiit  Plecoptera  taxa  were  collected  in  the  March 
sample  but  not  the  August  sample  at  the  BMAN  location  at  Shull’s  Mill,  nor  are  these  taxa 
expected  during  summer  samples.  Therefore,  to  account  for  seasonality,  these  eight 
Plecoptera  taxa  (listed  with  an  askerith  in  Appendix  I)  were  deducted  from  the  totals.  In 
addition,  all  other  Plecoptera  taxa  that  tu-e  clearly  spnng  .species,  as  indicated  by  a  percent 
occurance  by  month  for  each  taxa,  wce'e  also  deducted  '  rom  the  analysis.  These  additional 
tcLxa  tue  noted  in  .Appendix  I  with  two  askeriths. 

B.  Habitat  Score  At  each  of  the  collection  locations,  field  teams  assessed  habitat  quality 
by  indcjiendently  assigning  values  to  a  matrix  of  habitat  chiu-acteristics  following 
procedures  established  by  Plafkin  et.  al.  (1989).  These  characteristic  are  listed  in 
Appendix  II  and  include  instream  and  riparian  as.scssmeni  criteria.  Individual  ratings  for 
each  chiu-acteristic  are  totaled  at  each  collection  location  and  compared  to  reference  sites. 
Tticse  scores  are  intended  to  rank  individual  IcKt'ations  and  to  indicate  possible  sources  of 
nonpoint  source  runoff,  and  are  not  intended  to  be  use  to  classify  each  location. 


RESULTS  A.ND  DISCUSSIO.N 

Result.s  of  till  benthic  macroinvertebraie  collections  are  summaTized  on  Table  2  and 
listed  in  Ap|K-ndi\  1.  Based  on  the  results  of  these  investigations,  tv.o  of  the  three 
mtiinsiem  Watauga  River  locations  (sttitions  W2-W3)  and  one  tidbutaiy  location 
(W6,  Boone's  Fork)  are  classified  as  Excellent.  1'he  most  upstream  location  on  the 
Watauga  River  (Wl)  received  a  Good  bioclassification,  however,  these  data  may  reflect 
local  runoff  below  Valley  Creek.  Most  tribuiar)'  locations  near  the  confluence  with  the 
Watauga  Ri\  cr,  did  not  receive  an  Excellent  bioclassification  and  are  therefore  not  eligible 
R)r  ORW  classification. 

V.'atauea  River  Stations,  'fiiree  stations  (Wl-W?)  were  sampled  on  the  mainstem 
of  the  Watauga  Ris  er,  however,  only  an  EP'f  survey  was  conducted  tit  the  most  upsu'eam 
loctition  (Wl)  making  direct  comparisons  between  all  three  Kxxuions  difficult.  Data  from 
W' 1  indicates  a  Go.xi  biciclassification  using  ci'iicria  for  samples  from  mountain  streams. 
Tile  corrccied  EPT  taxa  richness  value  was  38.  tiie  cutoff  point  for  excellent  streams  usin 
these  criieriti  is  42  taxa.  'fhe  benthic  macroinveriebraie  fauna  at  this  location  appeared  to 
somewhat  less  di\  e;se  liitin  the  two  cMher  ri\er  locations  (lower  EIH'  abundtaice  values 
V.  ere  recotvied).  periiaps  clue  to  the  smaller  s;/e  and/or  the  effects  of  runoff  mom  tributaries. 
'I  his  site  is  U>cated  I'Clow  the  confluence  \  alley  Creek  \Giich  lias  rui'K>!i  iVom  a  golf 
Co;:: sc  and  coiistruciion.  as  u’cll  as  pcrmitie  :■  i  C’ini  sources  (Kent-  West  De\ eioptnetit  aikl 
CountiA  1  louse  N’i’la.gei.  'I'he  fauna  is  domhiatcd  by  intoicraiii  taxii  {es|\ -.  ialiy  naiyflies 
/•/’(  o/av,  .d/za  /i  .''iv  stoneliies  :\:u\Tci!!nf'i'rui  ).  It  was  ;ilso 

nou  d  licit  liic  I'kIcx  \alue  ( 1..''!  tor  V  -1  in.!. cates  tha,;  tile  mo'^i  inioleian.i  liuina  was 


PiAocnt  at  tins  site 

’file  oti'c:  i  uga  R]\  ei  h. 

;t:;d  4''  at  2  .i;-.;  V.  3.  :esj  eciic ci\o  e'e 
Somcvv  iaa  lov.  e:  lo.siv  ia.iex  sahiC'  a: 


is  I  \'-  2  ;;nd  •  ii.id  taxa  richness  \  alues  (4“ 

1  tiic  i  cile  a  e..;;:ao:\  toi' iiu\;n:ain  streams. 
i\v>-  1- 'C.'.iioi,-.  leib  v  t  i.atur.;!  .4ii!i  l:(.)m 
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a  high  elevaiion,  cold  water  system  at  W1  to  a  lower  elevation,  cool  or  warm  water  system 
at  \\’2  and  especially  W3.  Higher  Biotic  Index  values  at  these  two  locations  may  also 
possibly  indicate  the  effects  of  tributary'  runoff  and/or  development.  I'hcse  data  indicate 
that  this  rea^h  of  the  Watauga  River  is  currently  capable  of  assimilating  waste  and  flushing 
sediment. 


Table  2.  Taxa  Richness  values  for  Benthic  Mticroinvertebrate  groups.  Watauga  River 
Outstanding  Resource  Water  Investigation.  Watauga  County,  North  Caroina. 
March  1990. 


Station: 

W1 

W2 

W3 

W4 

W5 

W6 

W7 

W8 

W9 

Group 

Ephemeroptera 

12 

20 

19 

11 

12 

15 

11 

11 

13 

Plccoptera 

13 

18 

9 

8 

10 

13 

9 

8 

6 

Trichoptera 

15 

19 

23 

10 

14 

18 

14 

8 

12 

Coleoptera 

- 

2 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Odonaiti 

- 

o 

0 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

N'legaloptera 

- 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Diptera;  Misc. 

- 

7 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Diptera;  Chiron. 

- 

21 

17 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Oligochaeta 

- 

2 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Crustacea 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Mollusca 

- 

o 

D 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Other  ■]  axa 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1  otal  Taxa  Richness 

99 

94 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

I:1H'  1  axa  Richness 

40 

57 

51 

29 

36 

46 

34 

27 

31 

Seasonality  Corr. 
(less  spring  Plecop) 

33 

49 

47 

26 

33 

41 

31 

24 

30 

Sample  Size  Corr. 
(L175X  -  0.32) 

38 

49 

47 

30 

38 

48 

36 

28 

35 

EPT  Abundance 

168 

292 

218 

132 

115 

206 

144 

97 

108 

Biotic  Index 

1.3 

1.9 

2.2 

1.5 

1.8 

1.7 

1.4 

1.7 

1.8 

Biocla.ssiricatioiC’ 

G 

E 

E 

G/F 

G 

E 

G 

G/F 

G 

*Bioc 

lassification. 

E  -  Exc( 

.dient. 

G  -  Good 

.G/F- 

Good  /Fair 

TribiitatA'  1  .<  cat  ions.  HIH'  surveys  were  conducted  at  six  tributary  loc'ations 
(\V4-W9).  It  was  the  intent  of  these  siriveys  to  document  water  qutility  conditions  at,  or  as 
near  to,  tlu-  connucnce  to  the  Watauga  River  as  possible.  Thus  being  able  to  dciennine 
Iv.Kcellent  u’ater  quality  of  the  entire  u  ibuiaiy  catchment.  The  exception  to  this  is  ^^’7  a 
headwater  site  on  upper  Lance  Creek  above  a  golfcour.se.  Wttter  quality  wtis  only  Good  at 
t!ie  up.siream  location  perhtips  rellecting  the  effects  of  runoff  from  upstream  ttetivities. 
^'onahlosse  Limited  di.schargcs  to  Lance  Creek  near  the  origin.  Water  qu.ality  of  the  entire 
caichinent.  as  rellectcd  ;it  the  downstieam  site  (Wu),  was  Cusexi/I'ait.  It  wCiS  apparent  that 
tile  go.M' course  wtis  tidversely  tiffeciinbL'  tyhe  water  tjualiiy  a.nd  habitat  chtirticierisiics  o!' 
lower  reaches  of  La.ncc  Creek.  Lat;;  iVt)!!!  Lance  Creek  sers'cs  as  illustrating  "typica! " 
conditions  lor  may  tributary  catchmciits  in  this  btisin,  as  up>stre;im  rctiches  are  (or  c.iti  be) 
somewhat  impacted  because  of  dc\ eir>pments  near  headwater  rctiches.  Riiigelinc 
d.-\elopn  ■.•n;  is  commo!i  in  this  b.!>ir..  iX'unstrcam  tributtuy  rettches  ;;:e  ol'ieti  tiddr.iontilly 
imi^actei'  ’n\-  ;ii.d/or  ixsipi'int  source  runoff. 

C'Cwi  \\ titer  qualit)  cotiviidoits  vserc  recorded  from  .kj'ice  Bottom  and  I  tn;te:  Creek 
V.  iii.'lt  lit!.!  come..  ;ed  l  .R'l  N't;i'.:e.''  ot  .^S.  and  ics[''ecii\'el\ .  file  ;:oj');!rei.;  eltect.'  o: 
nonp, m;:  ai e  raiadf  in  no;;;  » '!  t;  . >c  cttichments  tine  httiditit  :c  lo;  S;  ;. e  R-ns 
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Creek  was  one  of  ilie  lowest  of  all  locations  in  this  investigation)  and  the  potential  effects  of 
point  source  discharges  in  the  Laurel  Creek  catchment  are^adversely  affecting  water  quality. 

C3ood/l-air  water  quality  conditions  were  recorded  from  Valley  Creek.  It  is  apparent 
that  land  use  (including  runoff  from  a  golf  course)  and  point  source  discharges  are  affecting 
water  quality  in  this  catchment 

Excellent  water  quality  conditions  were  recorded  from  Boone's  Fork,  which  had  a 
corrected  EPT  taxa  richness  value  48.  Much  of  the  Boone's  Fork  catchment  have 
headwater  sections  in  Julian  Price  Memorial  Park  and  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway.  These  data 
suppliment  infonnation  collected  from  upper  Boone's  Fork  in  November  1989,  which  also 
recorded  Excellent  wauT  quality. 


ORW  EVALUATION 

North  Ctu'olina's  administrative  code  (198S)  states  that  the  Environmental 
Management  Commission  may  classify  ceruiin  unique  and  special  surface  w’aters  of  the 
stale  :ls  Outstanding  Resource  Waters  (ORW)  ur)on  fin.ding  that  such  waters  are  of 
exceptional  state  or  national  recreational  or  ecok-gical  significance  and  that  the  waters  have 
exceptional  water  quality  while  meeting  the  following  conditions: 

1.  tlicre  are  no  significant  impacts  from  pollution  with  the  water  quality  rated  as 

excellent  btised  on  physical,  chemical  and/or  biological  information; 

2.  the  characteristics  which  make  these  waters  unique  a.nd  special  may  not  be 

protected  by  the  assigned  narrative  and  numerical  water  quality  standards. 

'I'wo  of  the  three  Watauga  Rivo'  locations  (W2-W3)  were  found  to  h'ave  Excellent 
water  quality.  Local  ninoff  patterns  tu'e  li.kely  responsible  for  slightly  lower  water  quality 
conditions  at  W-1,  the  most  upstream- location.  At  this  point,  it  is  not  known  how 
development  in  the  headwater  reaches  of  tiie  Watauga  River  affects  water  quality  in  the 
k)wcr  reaches  under  variable  flow  and  temperauire  conditions.  However,  these 
observations  indicate  that  the  lower  Watauga  River  within  the  recommended  reach  is 
currently  capable  of  ;;ssimilating  waste  genertned  in  the  upper  reaches.  It  \\  ould  appear  that 
tin  increti.se  emphasi.s  in  the  non-discharge  option,  enforcement  of  current  pennit  limits  and 
adherence  to  IIQW  strategies  would  be  most  approjviate  for  this  area. 

In  addition  to  the  mainstem  locations,  one  tributary  catchment,  Boone's  Fork,  a-lso 
had  iixccllent  water  qtialiiy.  'fhe  abundance  of  highly  intolerant  benthic  macroinvertebraie 
iiixa  supports  the  ORW  designation  of  this  catchment.  Water  qualiiy  conditions  in  all  other 
tiiinitary  locations  were  less  than  Excellent  and  tire  therefore  do  not  qualify  for  ORW. 

In  order  to  be  classified  as  ORW,  a  water  body  must  exhibit  one  or  more  of  the 
following  va’  tivs  or  uses; 

(1)  '1  iicM'c  tire  out.standing  fish  (or  commercially  iinportnnl 
acuatic  .species)  habitat  and  fisheries.  Results  of  fisheries 
invest'gtitions  have  indicated  that  wild  trout  reproduction  is  occtnring  in  the 
Watatiga  River  frc'm  approximately  NC  lO."^  bridge  upstretim  to  its  source.  At 
tlitit  point,  and  dow  nstream,  u  a.ier  temperature  is  apparently  limited  for  trout 
viability.  Howeser.  "uncommo.-ily  productive"  conditions,  as  noted  in  a  198.'^ 
survey  above  NC  1(15,  may  be  due  to  enrichment  from  septic  lank  .scepiigc  or 
golf  C'Hir.sc  runoff.  Until  there  is  more  recent  inl'ormaiion  collected  to  a.ssess 
the  elTects  of  these  iv'ie’.’tial  somves  of  poiluiittn.  ilie  fisheries  ch.ia  should  not 
be  rchiii'.c  lo  reclassific.iiion  to  t  W. 

t2)  1  here  ie  an  unusuali\  high  .-.vel  of  Mater-based  recrealion  or'  the 
[lolriilia!  for  sueh  recrealion.  I'lie  \\  t’.iauga  !L\er.  because  ol  it''  relaii\e 
acr  ..si!ulii\'.  is  hetoiK  used  as  a  limbing  Ntrcam.  IR’crctiiii 'nal  tC'CS  iiivUiice 
tisiucc  Iv'i  l!>'tii  .utvi  sm.;’!' oouth  isiss.  sMutaniiu:  id  sunbalif'  c  uei:  us 

V  '  ^ 

l  u;  ■  iiiie  tiic  ivcomn ;c:tvhd  secti'  •;!.  "IT,  u  u  'li  ef  the  u;..i:ga  Ri\  c:' 

.  e  NP  1  !  i  I.  o  !  d  i’.il'hc  NP, i  n  WuM'  '  1  9  'M  TW  •  ..n  '  iv 

!..  ..\  ;!\  sii)Cr.cd  :;i;  t:«'.u  tn’m  Xiarcli  ituo,./!;  At:. a.'-;.  Sec  ait...'Iieo  i.nu':  i:<':n 
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Richard  Hamilton,  Assistant  Director  of  the  NC  Wildlife  Resources 
Commission. 

(3)  The  waters  have  already  received  some  special  designation  such 

as  a  North  Carolina  or  National  Wild  and  Scenic  River,  Native  or 
Special  Native  Trout  W'aters,  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  etc. 
wiiich  do  not  provide  any  \vater  quality  protection.  Streams  within 
the  designated  catchment  have  not  received  any  special  designation. 

(4)  The  waters  represent  an  important  component  of  a  state  or 
national  park  or  forest.  The  Boone's  Fork  catchment,  suiweyed  during 
this  investigation,  has  approximately  one  half  of  its  catchment  within  Julian 
Price  Memorial  Ptirk  and  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway. 

(5)  The  waters  are  of  special  ecohigical  or  scientific  significance  such 
as  habitat  for  rare  or  endangered  species,  or  as  areas  for  research 
and  education.  Benthic  macroinvertebrate  samples  collected  from  two 
locations  on  the  mainstem  of  the  Watauga  River  and  from  one  tributary 
catchment  (Boone's  Fork)  indicate  that  Excellent  water  quality  conditions 
exist.  The  benthic  fauna  at  each  of  these  locations  are  dominated  by  diverse 
populations  of  intolerant  taxa. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Data  from  the.se  investigations  indicate  that  a  large  section  of  the  Watauga  River  has 
excellent  water  quality.  Data  from  two  riverine  locations  within  this  reach  clearly  indicate 
Excellent  water  quality  conditions  (Figure  1).  Data  from  the  upper  most  location  on  the 
Watauga  River  indicated  a  Good  bioclassification  based  on  EPT  taxa  richness  values.  This 
site  had  the  lowest  Biotic  Index  value,  indicating  a  veiy  intolerant  benthic  community.  It  is 
felt  that  the.se  observations  reflect  local  runoff  patterns  and  that  EPT  taxa  richness  values 
are  slightly  lower  due  to  the  effects  of  land  use.  Data  collected  in  1988  from  the  Watauga 
River  above  Valley  Creek  indicated  Excellent  water  quality.  For  these  reasons,  it  is  felt  that 
the  overall  water  quality  in  the  headwater  area  of  the  Watauga  River  is  Excellent.  The  only 
potential  ORW  value  in  this  reach  is  the  amount  of  water  based  recreation.  However, 
whether  or  not  this  level  of  recreation  is  unusually  high  is  debatable.  Therefore,  based  on 
these  observations,  it  would  appear  that  an  increased  emphasis  on  the  non-discharge 
option,  enforcement  of  current  pemiit  limits  and  adherence  to  KQW  stnitegies  already  in 
place  would  be  inost  appropriate  for  the  Watauga  River.  Proposed  and  recommended 
ORW  sections  tire  illustrated  on  Figure  2. 

Based  on  the  results  of  this  investigation,  one  tributaiy  catchment,  Boone's  Fork 
should  be  nominated  as  Outstanding  Resource  Water.  Data  from  Boone's  Fork  indicates 
thtit  this  catclin.'.eitt  qutilifies  as  ORW  iiecau.se  of  Excellent  water  qutility  (based  on  the 
preseiice  of  :i  liigiily  diverse  benthic  ma.croinvertebrate  community)  :ind  because  the  stream 
is  an  important  component  of  Julian  Price  Memorial  Park  and  the  Blue  Ridge  Ptu  kway. 

All  work  was  conducted  in  Sub-basin  04-02-01 
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Figure  2  Proposed  (A)  and  Recommended  (B)  Outstanding  Resource 
Reaches  of  the  Watauga  River  and  Tributaries.  Watauga 
County,  North  Carolina.  (The  entire  reach  of  the 
Watauga  River  in  North  Carolina  is  currently  classified  as 
B  Tr  HQW). 
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APPENDIX  i.  SPcClES  LIST  AND  REALTIVE  ABUNDANCE 
WATAUGA  RIVER  DRW  -  MARCH  1990 
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APPENDIX  1.  SPECIES  LIST  AND  REALTIVE  ABUNDANCE 
h'ATAUGA  RIVER  OR.v'  -  MARCH  1990 
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APPENDIX  1.  SPECIES  LIST  AND  REALTIVE  ABUNDANCE 
WATAUGA  RIVER  ORW  -  MARCH  1990 
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APPE.'OIX  i.  SPECIES  LIST  AND  REACTIVE  ABUNDANCE 
WATAUGA  RIVER  DRW  -  MARCH  1990 
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Fiqiirc  fi. 2- 1 .  Hnloitnt  AssRssninnt  Field  D.ot.o  Sheet  for  lue  with  all  Rapid  Bioassessment  Protocols. 
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Figure  5.  2-1.  (Cont. ). 
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North  Carolina  Wildlife  Resources  Commission 


512  N.  Salisbury  Street,  Raleij^h,  North  Caroliita  27611,  919-733-3391 
Charles  R.  FulKvood,  Executive  Director 


June  5,  1990 


Mr.  Dave  Penrose 
Biological  Monitoring  Group 
Division  of  Environmental  Management 
P.  O.  Box  27687 
Raleigh,  N.C  27611 

Subject:  Watauga  River  Recreational  Value 
Dear  Mr.  Penrose: 

7 he  purpose  of  this  letter  is  to  provide  comment  on  the  recreational  value  of 
the  Watauga  River,  Watauga  County,  as  part  of  the  Outstanding  Resource  Waters 
(ORW)  reclassification  study.  Our  comments  address  value  3  of  ORW  criteria 
wliich  states  "there  is  an  unusually  high  level  of  water-based  recreation  or  the 
potential  for  such  recreation." 

The  section  of  the  Watauga  River  from  Boone  Fork  Creek  to  Bairds  Creek 
under  consideration  for  ORW  designation  receives  high  recreational  use.  Anglers 
utilize  this  section  of  tlic  river  for  both  smallmouth/rock  bass  and  trout  fishing 
opportunities.  Ti;e  section  upstream  of  SR  1114  bridge  to  the  Avery  County  line  is 
Designated  Public  Mountain  Trout  Water  (DPMTW)  and  is  heavily  stocked  with 
trout  from  March  liaough  August,  providing  recreational  angling  opportunities  for  a 
large  number  of  fishermen.  The  river  in  the  study  section  also  receives  hea\y' 
swimming  and  .sunbatlhng  activities  from  Ap|)alachian  State  University  students, 
especially  in  the  areti  near  Hound  Ears  Golf  Club.  Canoeing  and  tubing  activities 
arc  also  common  in  the  section  of  river  below  the  Hwy  105  bridge  to  the  Tennessee 
state  line. 

In  view  of  the  vciw  In'uh  recreational  use  of  the  Watauga  River  in  the  sludv 
section,  it  qinilifies  for  and  should  be  classified  as  ORW. 


'Ihc'uik  you  f(U'  die  opixutunily  to  eoinmcnl  on  this  OKW  rechissiricaiicm.  If 
we  c;m  pro\  ide  additional  cissistance.  please  advixe. 

Sincei  elv. 

d  ik  1  I;.;ui!loa 


';o  cue 


O  •!  I  i;' 


OUTSTANDING  RESOURCE  WATERS 

EVALUATION  OF  THE  SOUTH  FORK  NEW  RIVER  AND  OTHER  AREAS  IN  THE 

NEW  RIVER  WATERSHED 
(WATAUGA,  ASHE  AND  ALLEGHANY  COUNTIES) 


i 


'a 


NORTH  CAROLINA  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENT,  HEALTTi 
AND  NATURAL  RESOURCES 
DIVISION  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  MANAGEMENT 
WATER  QUALITY  SECDON 


This  report  has  been  approved  for  release 

Steve  W.  Tedder 

Water  Quality  Section  Chief 

Date  /ff/ 
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OUTSTANDING  RESOURCE  WATERS 

EVALUATION  OF  THE  SOUTH  FORK  NEW  RIVER  AND  OTHER  AREAS  IN  THE 

NEW  RIVER  WATERSHED 
(WATAUGA,  ASHE  AND  ALLEGHANY  COUNTIES) 


BACKGROUND 

The  South  Fork  New  River,  from  its  source  near  Boone  to  the  confluence  with  the 
North  Fork  New  River,  and  the  New  River  in  North  Carolina  have  been  recommended  as 
Outstanding  Resource  Waters  by  the  National  Committee  for  the  New  River.  This  ORW 
request  includes  a  26.5  mile  section  of  the  South  Fork  New  River  (downstream  from  the 
confluence  of  Dog  Creek)  that  has  been  designated  as  a  Scenic  River  by  both  the  State  of 
North  Carolina  and  the  federal  government  under  the  provisions  of  the  Wild  and  Scenic 
Rivers  Act.  Reaches  of  the  South  Fork  New  River,  within  the  Natural  and  Scenic  section, 
are  maintained  as  the  New  River  State  Park.  The  South  Fork  New  River,  from  the 
confluence  of  Elk  Oeek  in  Ashe  County  to  the  New  River,  and  the  New  River  to  the 
Virginia  state  line  are  also  currendy  classified  as  High  Quality  Waters.  These  various 
designated  reaches  are  illustrated  in  Figure  1. 

Two  tributanes  of  the  North  Fork  New  River,  upper  Horse  Creek  (above  Tuckerdale) 
and  Long  Hope  Creek,  have  also  received  an  ORW  reclassification  request  from  Joe 
Mickey  of  the  N.  C.  Wildlife  Resources  Commission.  Additional  surveys  were  conducted 
during  this  investigation  to  assess  ORW  potential  of  these  two  catchments. 

To  evaluate  these  OEW  requests,  twenty  one  sites  were  sampled  in  the  petitioned 
watersheds  in  March  1990,  with  one  additional  site  and  one  site  resampled  in  May  1990  for 
seasonal  comparisons.  • 

A.  Landuse 

The  entire  South  Fofk  New  River  catchment  is  mountainous  with  generally  steep, 
forested  slopes.  The  floodplain  is  broad  with  rolling  hiUs  and  land  use  is  primarily  rural 
agriculture  including  crop  and  dairy  pasture  production.  Nonpoint  source  runoff  from 
these  various  landuse  activities  was  listed  as  having  a  high  potential  for  water  quality 
problems  during  the  "208  Phase  1  Results"  (DEM  1978).  Nonpoint  source  runoff  from 
uncontrolled  development  has  also  been  listed  as  a  potential  water  quality  problem  (Smith 
1987).  Continued  influence  of  development  has  impacted  the  trqut  fishery  in  the  catchment 
(Mickey  1984).  Factors  include  sedimentation  from  gravel  roads,  poor  agricultural  and 
forestry  practices,  new  developments,  increased  water  temperature  resulting  from 
channelization  projects,  and  the  removal  of  streamsidfe  yegetation  for  agriculture  and 
developments. 

Headwater  sections  of  the  South  Fork  New  River,  in  particular  the  Middle  Fork  of  the 
South  Fork  New  River  near  Boone,  is  heavily  developed.  US  321/221  runs  parallel  to  the 
Middle  Fork  between  Blowing  Rock  and  Boone,  and  commercial  development  is  heavy 
along  this  road. 

B.  Prior  Flow  Conditions 

During  the  field  investigations  to  assess  the  potential  for  ORW  reclassification,  some 
observations  made  by  the  field  teams  may  have  been  related  to  prior/recent  flood  conditions 
(Huiricane  Hugo).  The  average  flow  at  the  ambient  location  on  the  South  Fork  New  River 
at  Jefferson  is  430  cfs  during  the  period  of  record.  During  the  overpass  of  Hurricane  Hugo 
(September  22,  1989),  the  instantaneous  flow  was  recorded  at  10,800  cfs.  Despite  this 
peak  flow  event,  the  largest  peak  flow  noted  for  the  period  of  record  is  52,800  cfs  on 
August  14,  1940.  Scour  of  substrate  material  was  evident  during  the  surveys  in  March, 
1990,  but  the  affect  of  the  scour  on  the  benthos  is  questionable.  The  substrate  of 
unimpacted  catchments  appeared  sandier  than  expected  and  heavily  impacted  catchments 
(those  with  poor  land  use  practices)  appeared  cleaner  of  sediment,  perhaps  being  flushed  of 


137 


sediment  during  Hugo's  extremely  high  flows.  Many  of  the  streams  had  reaches  recently 
rip-rapped  to  prevent  additional  erosion,  primarily  near  bridges.  Also,  several  backhoes 
were  noticed  in  the  streams  and  adjacent  floodplains,  ditching  to  remove  excess  water.  All 
of  these  activities  are  likely  to  have  affected  water  quality,  but  were  not  specifically 
assessed  during  the  ORW  investigation. 

C.  Permined  Dischargers. 

There  are  thirty  permitted  point  source  dischargers  within  the  South  Fork  New  River 
catchment.  Most  of  these  dischargers  are  small  (having  less  than  0.01  MGD  design  flow) 
or  do  not  discharge  directly  to  the  South  Fork  of  the  New  River,  Larger  dischargers  and 
facilities  that  discharge  directly  to  the  South  Fork  New  River  are  listed  below  and  illustrated 


on  Figure  2. 

Map  #/Dischareer 

Receiving  Stream 

NPDES  Permit  # 

Design  Flow 
(TVIGD'l 

3.  Blowing  Rock  WTP 

MF  SF  New  River 

NC0000043 

permit  recently 

4  Blowing  Rock  WWTP 

MF  SF  New  River 

NC0027286 

rescinded 

0.8 

5.  Boone  WWTP 

SF  New  River 

NC0020621 

3.2 

15.  Appalachian  State  WTP 

Norris  Branch 

NC0044423 

0.24 

14.  Jefferson  WWTP 

Naked  Creek 

NC0021709 

0.15 

19.  Martin  Davis  Residence 

SF  New  River 

NC0068781 

0.0003 

23.  Rudd  Residence  . 

SF  New  River 

NC0067695 

0.0003 

26.  Hidden  Hills  Subd:> 

SF  New  River 

NC0071196 

0.1 

The  smaller  facilities  that 

< 

discharge  to  tributaries  of  the  South  Fork 

New  River  are  listed 

below  and  are  also  illustrated  on  Figure  2  (*proposed  discharge). 

11.  Parkway  Elem.  Scliool  UT  Laxon  Creek  NC0067016 

0.005 

12.  Beaver  Creek  School 

UT  Beaver  Creek 

NC0041688 

no  discharge 

13.  Jefferson  Apparell 

UT  Dog  Creek 

NC0030848 

0.008 

18.  Ashe  Lake  Chalet  n 

South  Beaver  Creek 

NC0051306 

0.008  p* 

24.  Sara  Lee  Knit  Products 

UT  Naked  Creek 

NC0069337 

cooling  water 

27.  Parkway  Motel 

Gap  Creek 

NC0074217 

revoked 

28.  Jobe  Hopkins  Resid. 

Gap  Creek 

NC0067067 

0.00036 

29.  Mountain  Association 

Naked  Creek 

NC0075787 

0.06 

30.  Jackie  Glenn  Resid. 

Beaver  Creek 

NC0076155 

0.00024 

•  > 


D.  Prior  Benthic  Macroinvertebrate  Data. 

A  recent  ORW  investigation  of  the  Middle  Fork  of  the  South  Fork  New  River,  which 
forms  part  of  the  headwaters  of  the  South  Fork,  indicated  that  it  did  not  qualify  as 
Outstanding  Resource  Waters.  That  report  concludes  that  Fair  water  quality  conditions 
exist  at  an  upstream  location  near  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway  and  some  recovery,  and  a  Good 
bioclassification,  occurred  at  a  downstream  location. 

Benthic  data  is  available  from  three  BMAN  locations  on  the  South  Fork  New  River: 
the  upstream  site  near  Perkinsville,  near  Jefferson  and  near  Scottsville.  The  site  near 
Perkinsville  had  indicated  Fair  water  quality  conditions,  until  1988,  when  water  quality 
improved  to  Good/Fair.  The  Perkinsville  site  is  located  below  the  Boone  WWTP  (which 
has  a  design  flow  of  13.1  MGD  and  is  currently  discharging  at  3.2  MGD)  and  receives 
urban  runoff  from  the  Boone  area.  A  special  study  conducted  on  the  South  Fork  New  in 
July  1988  indicated  that  Good/Fair  water  quality  conditions  exist  above  the  Boone  WWTP, 
possibly  reflecting  the  effects  of  urban  runoff  Recovery  from  these  impacts,  and  Good 
bioclassifications,  were  noted  at  two  downstream  locations  in  Watauga  County.  The  most 
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downstream  location  near  the  Ashe  County  line  was  borderline  Excellent.  Similar  trends  in 
the  species  diversity  and  standing  crop  of  benthic  algae  have  also  been  noted  (Price  1989). 

BNLAN  data  from  the  two  other  locations  in  Ashe  County  (near  Jefferson  and  near 
Scottsville)  have  usually  indicated  Excellent  water  quality.  Only  one  Good  bioclassification 
was  recorded  from  the  Scottsville  site  in  August  1985,  but  the  values  were  borderline 
Excellent  (93/40).  The  South  Fork  New  River  near  Scottsville  was  also  chosen  as  a 
seasonality  location.  Benthic  macroinvertebrates  were  collected  from  this  site  during  four 
quaners  in  1984  and  1985.  Taxa  richness  values  averaged  1 10/49,  and  an  EPT  value  from 
the  May  1985  collection  was  63,  which  is  one  of  the  highest  EPT  values  recorded  from  any 
of  our  collections. 

The  BMAN  location  at  the  New  River  near  Amelia  is  the  most  downstream  location  in 
the  catchment  The  Amelia  location  is  located  below  the  confluence  with  the  North  Fork 
New  River  near  the  Virginia  state  line.  Benthic  macroinvertebrates  have  been  collected 
from  this  location  annually  since  1983.  Excellent  water  quality  conditions  have  been 
recorded  each  year  of  analysis,  except  for  data  from  1987  which  was  borderline  Excellent 
(99/41).  Field  observations  from  this  location  have  noted  dense  growths  of  aquatic 
macrophytes  and  periphyton.  These  dense  growths  have  not  yet  affected  the 
bioclassifications  at  this  location.  However,  these  observations  should  serve  as  "early 
warning  systems"  indicating  potential  eutrophication  problems  in  the  catchment. 

A  special  study  was  conducted  on  Naked  Creek  above  and  below  the  Jefferson 
WWTP  in  July  1986.  Poor  water  quahty  conditions  were  recorded  below  the  facility, 
however,  facility  upgrades  have  occurred  since  this  investigation.  Although  no  additional 
benthic  macroinvertebr^e  collections  have  been  made  below  this  facility,  recent  Pass/Fail 
toxicity  tests  (1988-1989)  have  indicated  that  the  facility  is  in  compliance  and  that  no 
failures  have  been  reported. 

E.  Fisheries  Data. 

Several  fisheries  investigations  have  been  conducted  by  biologists  with  the  Wildlife 
Resources  Commission  to  document  the  extent  and  fecundity  of  gamefish  populations 
within  the  catchment.  Survey  and  classification  of  state  managed  trout  streams  were 
conducted  in  20  tributary  locations  of  the  South  Fork  New  and  New  Rivers  in  1979  and 
1981  (Bonner  1983).  These  surveys  documented  that  seyeral  streams  were  particularly 
productive  and  included  Howard's,  Mill,  Old  Field,  and  Pine  Swamp  Creeks.  However, 
anthropogenic  factors  have  reduced  the  extent  of  viable  trout  resources  in  the  catchment 
(Nlickey  1984). 

Temperature  in  the  South  Fork  New  River  is  too  elevated  for  trout  survival,  but 
smallmouth  and  rock  bass  populations  are  listed  as  ebtpeptional.  Mickey  (1980)  concludes 
that  the  South  Fork  New  is  "the  best  smallmouth  bass’stream  in  District  7  and  possibly  the 
state".  There  have  been  no  fisheries  investigations  conducted  to  assess  the  sm^lmouth 
bass  populations  in  this  reach  since  the  1980  surveys. 

Biologists  in  the  Intensive  Survey  Group  documented  a  reproducing  population  of 
brook  and  brown  trout  in  Call  Creek  (West  Prong  Old  Field  Creek)  in  October  1990.  A 
total  of  52  brook  trout,  ranging  in  length  from  54  to  222  mm,  were  collected  in  a  197  meter 
sample  using  backpack  electrofishers  and  seines. 

METHODS 

A.  Benthic  Macroinvertebrates 

Mainstem  river  locations  (South  and  North  Forks  of  the  New  River)  were  sampled 
using  DEM's  standardized  qualitative  collection  method.  This  method  uses  a  wide  vmety 
of  collection  techniques  (10  samples)  to  inventory  the  aquatic  fauna.  The  primary  output  is 
a  taxa  list  with  some  indication  of  relative  abundance  (Abundant,  Common  and  Rare)  for 
each  taxon.  The  number  of  species  within  the  pollution  intolerant  insect  orders  of 
Ephemeroptera,  Plecoptera  and  Trichoptera  (EPT)  is  used  with  DEM  criteria  to  assign 
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water  quality  ratings.  Unstressed  steams  and  rivers  have  many  species,  while  polluted 
areas  have  fewer  species. 

Tributary  locations  were  sampled  using  an  EPT  method.  Four  samples  are  collected  at 
each  location:  1  kick,  1  sweep,  1  leafpack  and  visual  collections.  Furthermore,  only  the 
intolerant  "EPT"  groups  are  collected  and  identified.  Water  quality  analyses  use  EPT  taxa 
richness,  EPT  abundance,  a  Biotic  Index  and  the  abundance  of  tolerant/intolerant  species. 
EPT  abundance  is  calculated  using  values  of  10,  3  and  1  for  Abundant,  Common  and  Rare 
species  (summed  for  all  EPT  taxa).  The  biotic  index  is  modified  from  the  Hilsenhoff 
Wisconsin  index;  higher  values  indicate  water  quality  degradation. 

Seasonality.  A  seasonal  correction  factor  is  used  to  interpret  any  between  season 
changes  in  the  taxa  richness  totals.  Samples  which  were  collected  in  March  were  expected 
to  have  greater  values  (because  of  a  spring  peak  in  productivity)  than  samples  which  are 
collected  in  July  or  August  during  the  ambient  monitoring  program  (from  which 
bioclassification  criteria  were  derived).  However,  information  collected  from  the 
Scottsville  location  (Table  2C)  indicate  that  taxa  richness  values  from  the  South  Fork  New 
River  in  early  spring  and  winter  (12/84,  2/85  and  3/90)  are  similar  to  summer  (BMAN) 
data.  This  data  also  indicates  that  March  data  is  significantiy  lower  than  data  collected  in 
May  (5/85  and  5/90).  This  suggests  that  taxa  richness  and  productivity  during  the  March 
survey  have  not  reached  the  spring  peak  period.  This  observation  is  supplemented  by  data 
collected  from  the  Scottsville  location  in  May  1990,  during  which  60  taxa  were  collected  in 
an  EPT  survey. 

The  seasonal  correction  factor  essentially  involves  a  review  of  percent  occurrence  for 
each  EFT  taxa  collected  J)y  season.  Each  taxa,  if  found  to  be  numerically  dominant  in  the 
winter/spring  period  (essentially  stoneflies  in  March  and  stoneflies  and  mayflies  in  May), 
were  subtracted  from  the  taxa  richness  total. 

B.  Habitat  Score 

At  each  of  the  collection  locations,  field  teams  assessed  habitat  quality  by  independently 
assigning  values  to  a  matrix  of  habitat  characteristics  following  procedures  established  by 
Plafl^  et.  al.  (1989).  These  characteristics  are  listed  in  Appendix  n  and  include  instream 
and  riparian  characteristics.  Individual  ratings  for  each  characteristic  are  totaled  at  each 
collection  location  and  compared  to  unimpacted  sites  (Table  1).  These  scores  are  intended 
to  rank  individual  locations  and  to  indicate  possible  sources  of  nonpoint  source  runoff,  and 
are  not  intended  to  be  used  to  classify  each  location. 

STATION  LOCATIONS 

Riverine  Locations.  Two  mainstem  stations  were  located  on  the  South  Fork  New 
River:  an  upstream  station  at  SR  1352  in  Watauga  County  (SFl)  and  a  downstream 
location  at  the  BMAN  location  near  Scottsville  (SF^).  These  two  sites  were  chosen  to 
assess  water  quality  within  the  proposed  reach  considered  for  reclassification  and  establish 
an  upstream  limit  to  the  reclassification.  These  data  also  served  as  a  seasonality 
comparison.  A  mainstem  location  also  was  established  on  the  North  Fork  of  the  New 
River  at  SR  1644  in  Ashe  County.  This  latter  location  was  added  to  the  survey  to  assess 
water  quality  of  the  North  Fork  New  River  and  to  compare  these  data  to  those  collected 
during  the  High  Quality  Water  survey  conducted  there  in  March  1989. 

Tributary  Locations.  In  addition  to  these  three  mainstem  locations,  EPT  surveys 
were  conducted  at  nineteen  tributary  locations.  All  locations  are  described  in  Table  1  and 
illustrated  in  Figure  2.  All  sampling  was  conducted  in  March  (or  May),  1990. 

South  Fork  New  River 

SFl .  South  Fork  New  River  at  SR  1352  in  Watauga  County.  This  is  the  most 
upstream  location  on  the  South  Fork  of  the  New  River.  This  site  was  selected  to  validate 
the  Good  (borderline  Excellent)  bioclassification  that  was  given  to  this  location  during  the 
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survey  conducted  there  in  July  1988,  and  to  determine  the  upstream  extent  of  the  proposed 
ORW  classification. 

SF2.  South  Fork  New  River  near  Scottsville.  This  is  the  B MAN  location.  Data  were 
collected  from  this  location  to  assess  current  water  quality  conditions  and  to  calibrate 
benthic  data  for  any  seasonality  adjustments. 

In  addition  to  these  mainstem  locations,  sixteen  tributary  locations  were  also  sampled  at 
sites  within  the  South  Fork  New  River  catchment.  These  sites  were  chosen  as  near  to  the 
confluence  with  the  South  Fork  New  River  as  was  feasible.  In  some  cases,  additional 
stations  were  sampled  to  either  assess  water  quality  in  smaller  catchments  of  the  tributaries, 
or  to  assess  a  known  source  of  perturbation.  These  tributary  locations,  and  a  brief  physical 
description,  are  listed  below.  These  locations  are  also  listed  on  Table  1  and  illustrated  on 
Figure  2. 

SF3.  Howard's  Creek  at  SR  1306.  This  location  is  upstream  of  the  survey  that  was 
conducted  on  Howard's  Creek  in  July  1988,  and  within  an  area  proposed  for  ORW 
reclassification.  This  stream  segment  is  classified  as  Native  Trout  Waters. 

SF4  and  $F5.  Two  stations  were  sampled  on  Meatcamp  Creek  (SF4  at  SR  1335 
and  SF5  at  SR  1333).  The  downstream  location  at  SR  1333  was  near  the  confluence  with 
the  South  Fork  of  the  New  River. 

SF6.  Grassy  Creek  at  SR  1351.  This  location  appeared  to  have  little  land  use 
perturbations  within  the  immediate  collection  area. 

SF7.  Mill  Creek  at*SR  1109.  Bank  stability,  within  the  immediate  collecting  area, 
was  reduced  at  this  location  because  of  recent  logging  activities.  There  is  high  erosion 
potential  during  rain  events.  The  catchment  above  the  collection  area  appeared  to  be  cleared 
for  agriculture. 

SF8  &8A  Old  Fielfl  Creek  at  SR  1 106  near  Fleetwood  and  West  Prong  Old  Field 
Creek  (named  Call  Creek  on  USGS  topo  map)  at  SR  1112.  Good  collecting  conditions 
and  substrate  composition  existed  at  SF8.  A  habitat  assessment  of  Old  Field  Creek  at  NC 
221  (East  Prong  ?)  indicated  nonpoint  source  impacts.  Habitat  characteristics  were  much 
better  at  the  West  Prong  location  which  was  sampled  in  May.  A  fish  sample  was  taken 
from  Call  Creek  in  October  1990  at  NC  194,  just  above  SR  1112.. 

SF9.  Pine  Swamp  Creek  at  SR  1179.  Instream  and  riparian  habitats  were  clearly 
degraded  at  this  location.  Much  of  the  land  near  the  collecting  location  was  being  pastured 
for  cattle.  Nonpoint  source  runoff  and  bank  erosion  were  severe,  leading  to  poor  instream 
habitat  and  embedded  substrate.  This  location  had  a  very  low  habitat  score. 

SFIO.  Beaver  Creek  at  SR  1181.  Some  nonpoist  runoff  was  also  evident  at  this 
location.  Bank  erosion  and  substrate  embeddedness  also  were  noted.  This  site  had  a  very 
low  habitat  score. 

SFl  1.  Bear  Creek  at  NC  16.  The  Bear  Creek  catchment  appeared  to  have  fewer 
impacts  from  nonpoint  source  runoff.  Also,  the  riparian  vegetation  and  streamside  cover 
appeared  stable.  However,  in  one  location  a  streambank  improvement  project  was  noted. 
Tlie  geology  appeared  somewhat  atypical,  having  large  slatelike  boulders  and  rubble 
dominating  the  substrate  with  only  a  slight  amount  of  embeddedness. 

SF12.  Dog  Creek  at  SR  1592.  The  confluence  of  this  catchment  is  the  upstream 
point  of  the  Namral  and  Scenic  section  of  the  South  Fork  of  the  New  River.  Very  unstable 
streambanks  were  noted  in  many  areas  and  "raw"  areas  were  frequent  along  straight 
sections  and  bends. 

SF13  and  SF14.  Two  stations  were  sampled  on  Peak  Creek.  Station  SF13  above 
Ore  Knob  and  SF14  at  SR1595  below  Ore  Knob.  Streambanks  were  very  unstable  at  both 
locations  reflecting  the  effects  of  nonpoint  source  runoff  and  agricultural  landuse.  Taxa 
richness  and  abundance  were  extremely  low  at  the  downstream  location.  The  substrate  at 
this  lower  site  was  extremely  clean  of  aufwuchs  material,  most  of  the  boulders/rubble 
substrate  had  a  red  color  to  them,  possibly  reflecting  oxidation  from  low  pH.  Also,  the  leaf 
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packs  were  not  decomposed.  All  of  these  observations  suggest  the  effects  of  low  pH 
and/or  toxicity,  due  to  runoff  from  the  prior  mining  operation  at  Ore  Knob. 

SF15.  Nathan's  Creek  at  SR  1596.  Bank  erosion  and  stream  channelization  were 
severe  at  this  location.  The  field  team  noted  that  bulldozers  had  been  in  the  stream  channel 
and  that  sections  of  the  stream  bank  had  been  rip-rapped  to  prevent  additional  erosion. 

SF16.  Cranberry  (or  Mulberry)  Creek  at  SR  1600.  Instream  and  riparian 
habitats  were  also  degraded  at  this  location.  The  substrate  was  dominated  by  gravel  and 
sand,  and  bank  erosion  was  noted  as  severe. 

SF17.  Prather  Creek  at  SR  1300.  Channel  alteration  and  a  scoured  substrate  were 
noted  at  this  location,  probably  reflecting  high  flows  during  recent  storms. 

Two  other  streams  had  habitat  assessments  conducted,  however,  benthos  samples  were 
not  collected.  These  two  streams.  Roan  and  Elk  Creeks,  had  obvious  landuse  and  instream 
habitat  perturbations. 

North  Fork  New  River 

NF2.  North  Fork  New  River  at  SR  1644  below  Sprauge  Electric  Company.  Data 
were  collected  from,  this  location  to  assess  current  water  quality  conditions  (a  survey  was 
conducted  at  this  location  in  March  1989  and  a  Good  bioclassification  was  assigned). 

NF3.  Big  Horse  Creek  at  SR  1362.  Samples  were  collected  from  this  location  and 
NF4  to  address  an  ORW  reclassification  request  submitted  by  Joe  Mickey  of  the  N.C. 
Wildlife  Resources  Commission.  The  instream  habitat  at  this  location  consists  primarily  of 
boulder/bedrock.  In  ad^tion,  the  riparian  habitat  appeared  to  be  unaltered. 

NF4.  Long  Hope  Creek  at  SR  1100.  Samples  were  collected  on  private  property 
above  a  pond  located  at  SR  1 100.  Instream  and  riparian  habitat  appeared  to  be  unknpacted 
from  any  sources. 

NF5.  Laurel  Creek  at  SR  1322.  The  habitat  and  landuse  at  the  collecting  site 
appeared  to  be  unaltered,  however,  there  was  some  cleared  land  for  agriculture  and  pasture 
in  the  upper  segments  of  the  catchment  The  water  was  turbid  at  this  location  during 
collection,  despite  the  fact  that  there  was  no  significant  amounts  of  rainfall  prior  to 
collection. 


RESULTS  AND  DISCUSSION 

Results  of  all  benthic  macroinvertebrate  collections  during  these  ORW  studies  are 
summarized  on  Tables  2A  and  2B  and  listed  in  Appendix  I.  Table  2A  lists  the  data  from 
surveys  on  mainstem  river  locations  while  2B  lists  data-from  EPT  sampling  at  tributary 
sites.  Table  2C  provides  information  from  the  Soutlj  Fork  New  River  near  ScottsviUe 
collected  during  other  investigations.  These  data  werb  used  to  interpret  seasonal  trends  in 
taxa  richness  from  this  location. 

South  Fork  New  River  TTable  2A). 

Benthic  macroinvertebrate  samples  collected  from  the  South  Fork  New  River  at  SR 
1352  (SFl)  in  Watauga  County  indicated  only  a  Good/Fair  bioclassificarion.  Taxa  richness 
values  of  24/55  from  this  investigation  are  significantly  lower  than  the  41/99  values 
collected  from  this  location  in  July  1988.  The  lower  taxa  richness  values  in  March  1990 
may  be  a  response  to  runoff  from  high  flows  due  to  Hurricane  Hugo  and  may  not  reflect 
typical  conditions. 

Macroinvertebrate  data  from  the  South  Fork  New  River  at  ScottsviUe  (SF2)  indicates 
that  the  bioclassification  of  the  South  Fork  of  the  New  River  at  ScottsviUe  is  generally 
Excellent  (8  of  the  9  collections  shown  in  Table  2C),  including  the  most  recent  survey  in 
May  1990.  The  only  exception  is  the  BMAN  survey  in  1985.  Lower  taxa  richness  values 
were  not  noted  at  this  location  in  March  1990,  as  they  were  at  SF  1. 

A  review  of  ambient  water  quality  data  from  the  collection  location  at  ScottsviUe  did  not 
reveal  any  substantive  differences  in  water  quality  between  years.  The  only  parameter  that 
seemed  to  be  somewhat  different  between  years  is  pH.  However,  no  discemable  trends 
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Table  2A. 


Taxa  Richness  values  for  Benthic  Macroinveitebrate  groups  of  Mainstem  River  Sites.  Watauga  and 
Ashe  Counties.  North  Carolina.  1988-1990. 


Station: 

SF  New 

River 

SF  New  River 

NF  New  River 

County: 

Watauga 

Ashe 

Ashe 

Location 

SR  1352 

(SFl) 

Scottsville  (SF2) 

SR  1644  (NF2) 

Date: 

7/88 

3/90 

3/90 

5/90 

3/89 

MQ 

Group 

Ephemeroptera 

18 

9 

20 

28 

10 

22 

Plecoptera 

7 

6 

14 

15 

9 

12 

Trichoptera 

16 

9 

14 

17 

14 

18 

Coleopiera 

7 

1 

4 

- 

- 

6 

Odonata 

7 

3 

4 

- 

. 

3 

Megaloptera 

3 

1 

2 

- 

- 

3 

Diptera:  Misc. 

6 

2 

2 

- 

- 

4 

Diptera:  Chiron. 

19 

12 

16 

- 

- 

12 

Oligochaeta 

4 

4 

3 

. 

- 

3 

Crustacea 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

Mollusca 

7 

5 

4 

. 

- 

4 

Other  Taxa 

4 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Total  Taxa  Richness 

99 

55 

84 

. 

88 

EPT  Taxa  Richness 

41 

24 

48 

60 

33 

52 

Seasonal  Correction 

. 

22 

43 

45 

28 

45 

EPT  Abundance 

i24 

122 

207 

158 

213 

Bioclassification 

Good 

Goqd/Fair 

Excellent 

Excellent 

Good 

Excellent 

Table  2B.  Taxa  Richness  values  for  Benthic  Macro  invertebrate  groups  at  aU  Tributary  Locations  (EPT 

Samples).  New  River  Watershed.  Watauga,  Ashe  and  Alleghany  Counties,  North  Carolina, 

March  I990.-Krolumn  Headings  are:  E=Ephemeroptera,  P=Plecoptera,  T=Trichoptera,  l=EPTTaxa 


Richness  ,2=Seasonally  Corrected  Value  ,  3=EPT  Abundance,4=Biotic  Index  (New  NC)  and 
S=Bioclassification  (E-Excellent,  G-Good,  G/F-Good/Fair,  P-Poor). 


E 

P 

T 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Station 

S  F3 .  Howard's  Creek 

13 

12 

11 

36 

31 

174 

0.9 

G 

S  F4 .  Meatcamp  (upstr) 

14 

11 

17 

42 

35 

186 

1.1 

G 

SF5.  Meatcamp  (downstr) 

15 

11 

11 

37 

31 

182 

1.0 

G 

SF6.  Grassy  Creek 

15 

12 

13 

40, 

35 

159 

1.3 

G 

SF7.  MiU  Creek 

11 

11 

11 

42: 

27 

139 

1.1 

G/F 

SF8.  Old  Field  Creek 

17 

13 

12 

36 

165 

1.0 

E 

SF8A.  WP  Old  Field  Cr.(5/90) 

17 

9 

16 

42 

37 

166 

0.9 

E 

SF9.  Pine  Swamp  Creek 

10 

11 

10 

31 

26 

168 

1.1 

G/F 

SFIO.  Beaver  Creek 

14 

11 

12 

37 

31 

99 

1.2 

G 

SFll.  Bear  Creek 

17 

10 

8 

35 

30 

149 

0.9 

G 

SFl 2.  Dog  Creek 

12 

10 

10 

32 

28 

137 

1.2 

G 

SF13.  Peak  Creek  (upstr) 

15 

11 

12 

38 

32 

170 

1.0 

G 

SF14.  Peak  Creek  (dwnstr) 

1 

1 

4 

6 

6 

6 

0.8 

P 

SF15.  Nathans  Creek 

8 

6 

10 

24 

22 

78 

1.3 

G/F 

SFl  6.  Cranberry  Creek 

16 

11 

10 

37 

30 

156 

1.2 

G 

SFl 7.  Prather  Creek 

14 

11 

8 

33 

27 

121 

1.3 

G/F 

NF3.  Big  Horse  Creek 

11 

13 

9 

33 

25 

140 

0.9 

G/F 

NF4.  Long  Hope  Creek 

10 

10 

12 

32 

30 

145 

0.8 

G 

NF5.  Laurel  Creek 

13 

11 

8 

32 

26 

210 

1.1 

G/F 

145 


could  be  determined.  Several  high  values  were  recorded  (8.8  and  9.4  in  July  and  August 
of  1985)  during  a  low  flow  period. 


Table  2C.  Taxa  Richness  values  for  Benthic  Macroinvertebrate  groups.  South  Fork 
New  River  near  Scottsville.  Ashe  County,  North  Carolina.  1983-1990. 


Date  (Mo/Yr) 
Group 

8/83 

12/84 

2/85 

5/85 

8/85 

8/87 

8/89 

3/90 

5/90 

Ephemeroptera 

21 

11 

16 

30 

20 

22 

23 

20 

28 

Plecoptera 

3 

13 

12 

7 

2 

3 

5 

14 

15 

Trichoptera 

18 

24 

18 

26 

18 

20 

17 

14 

17 

Coleoptera 

6 

6 

2 

5 

3 

8 

9 

4 

- 

Odonata 

7 

5 

5 

7 

7 

8 

6 

4 

- 

Megaloptera 

1 

1 

2 

2 

1 

3 

2 

2 

- 

Diptera:  Misc. 

6 

8 

5 

7 

7 

5 

4 

2 

- 

Diptera:  Chiron. 

24 

27 

33 

31 

25 

22 

19 

16 

- 

Oligochaeta 

3 

5 

3 

5 

2 

2 

*2 

3 

- 

Crustacea 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

- 

1 

1 

- 

Mollusca 

-  5 

5 

5 

7 

6 

5 

5 

4 

- 

Other  Taxa 

•*  1 

5 

1 

5 

1 

3 

3 

- 

- 

EPT  Taxa  Richness 

42 

48* 

46 

63 

40 

45 

45 

48 

60 

Seasonal  Corr. 

Sample  Size  Corr. 

•  45 

42 

61 

- 

- 

- 

43 

45 

(1.175X-0.32)  , 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

52 

Total  Taxa  Richness 

96 

Ill 

103 

133 

93 

101 

96 

84 

- 

South  Fork  of  the  New  River  Tributaries  (Table  2BJ  ■ 

EPT  surveys  were  conducted  at  sixteen  tributary  locations  (SF3-SF17).  It  was  the 
intent  of  these  surveys  to  document  water  quality  conditions  at,  or  as  near  to,  the 
confluence  of  the  South  Fork  New  River  as  possible,  determining  water  quality  of  the 
entire  tributary  catchment.  The  exceptions  to  this  atp  Howard's  Creek  (SF3),  which  was 
sampled  within  the  Native  Trout  section  which  had  been  recommended  for  ORW  in  a 
separate  request.  In  addition,  Meatcamp  Creek  (SF4)  and  Peak  Creek  (SFl 3)  were  both 
sampled  near  headwater  reaches  at  the  discretion  of  the  field  team  leader  to  assess  water 
quahty. 

Nonpoint  source  runoff  was  noted,  and/or  was  obvious,  in  all  tributary  catchments. 
Obvious  nonpoint  source  impacts  include  large  areas  of  sheet  or  bank  erosion,  as  well  as 
loss  of  riparian  cover.  Most  of  these  streams  had  habitat  scores  of  95  or  less. 

Only  two  tributary  locations.  Old  Field  Creek  (SF8)  and  West  Prong  Old  Field  Creek 
(Call  Cr-SF8A)  had  Excellent  bioclassifications.  The  sample  from  Old  Field  Creek  was 
collected  below  the  confluence  with  the  West  Prong  in  March.  The  sample  from  the  West 
Prong  (SF8A)  was  collected  in  May.  It  was  obvious  from  a  habitat  evaluation  of  Old  Field 
Creek  at  the  NC  221  bridge  (habitat  score  =  90,  Old  Field  Creek  at  SF8  =  113),  that  it 
would  not  receive  an  Excellent  bioclassification  due  to  local  land  use  patterns.  Poor  water 
quality  conditions  were  recorded  from  the  lower  location  on  Peak  Creek  (SF14).  Very  low 
taxa  richness  and  abundance  values  were  recorded  as  compared  to  an  upstream  station 
(SF13).  These  differences  reflect  the  effects  of  nonpoint  source  runoff  from  Ore  Knob. 
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Figure  2.  Station  Locations  (Biociassificatlons;,  poini  bources  k- j  anu  mi  ea 

Recommended  for  Reclassification  to  ORW  in  the  New  River  Basin  (shaded  areas). 

March  1  990.  ^  station  A  is  the  South  Fork  New  River  at  Jefferson  which  has  consistent  Excellent  Bloclass.) 


North  Fork  New  River  and  Tributaries  (Tables  2A  and  2B) 

Benthic  macroinvertebrate  samples  were  collected  from  the  North  Fork  New  River  to 
assess  water  quality  and  to  compare  these  data  with  samples  collected  during  the  High 
Quality  Waters  survey  of  March  1989.  In  addition,  samples  were  collected  from  several 
tributary  locations  of  the  North  Fork  New  River  to  address  ORW  requests  from  the 
Wildlife  Resources  Commission. 

Data  from  the  North  Fork  New  indicates  an  Excellent  bioclassification  with  a  seasonally 
corrected  EPT  taxa  richness  total  of  45  (Table  2A).  This  value  is  higher  than  the  seasonally 
corrected  value  of  33  recorded  from  this  location  one  year  earlier  and  may  reflect  an 
improvement  in  water  quality  between  years.  However,  at  this  point  it  is  difficult  to  say  if 
this  between  year  change  is  due  to  an  improvement  in  water  quality,  or  effects  of  high  flow 
(ie.  dilution)  because  of  Hurricane  Hugo. 

Good  to  Good/Fair  bioclassifications  were  recorded  from  tributary  locations  of  the 
North  Fork  New  River.  Habitat  scores  were  very  high  at  aU  three  of  these  locations 
(average  of  109)  indicating  that  the  effect  of  nonpoint  source  pollution  was  reduced  when 
compared  to  tributary  locations  on  the  South  Fork  New  (average  of  90  with  an  n  of  15). 
Good/Fair  bioclassifications  were  recorded  from  both  Big  Horse  and  Laurel  Creek,  clearly 
eliminating  these  locations  from  ORW  consideration.  Data  firom  Long  Hope  Creek  is 
difficult  to  understand.  The  physical  characteristics  of  this  location  seemed  better  than 
other  locations  (the  habitat  score  was  129,  the  highest  recorded)  and  the  biotic  index  was 
0.8  (the  lowest  recorded  during  the  investigation)  indicating  excellent  water  quality  and  the 
dominance  of  intoleranr*taxa.  However,  based  on  the  corrected  EPT  taxa  richness  value 
(30)  a  Good  bioclassification  is  assigned.  The  regional  office  should  collect  pH  and 
alkalinity  samples  from  this  location,  particularly  after  storm  events,  to  assess  potential 
impacts  from  acid  rain  and/or  geological  formations. 

'.i 

New  River 

Bentiiic  macroinvertebrates  have  been  collected  annually  from  the  ambient  location  on 
the  New  River  near  Amelia  since  1983.  Results  of  these  surveys  have  indicated  Excellent 
water  quality  in  each  year,  except  for  1987  in  which  a  Good  bioclassification  was  noted. 
Despite  the  fact  that  water  quality  has  been  in  the  Excellent  range  for  most  of  the  surveys  at 
this  location,  taxa  richness  values  have  been  declining  since  the  1983  collection.  During 
BMAN  surveys,  field  observations  have  noted  the  prolific  growths  of  aquatic  macrophytes 
(including  Elodia  sp.).  The  development  of  aquatic  nmcrophyte  growths  in  tiie  New  Iriver 
has  not  affected  the  bioclassification.  However,  the|e'Concfitions  should  serve  as  an  "early 
warning  system"  for  potential  eutrophication  problerns  and  should  be  carefiiUy  monitored. 

ORW  EVALUATION 

North  C^olina's  adminiscrative  code  (1990:  15NCAC  2B.0216)  states  that  the 
Environmental  Management  (Commission  may  classify  certain  unique  and  special  surface 
waters  of  the  state  as  Outstanding  Resource  Waters  (ORW)  upon  finding  that  such  waters 
are  of  exceptional  state  or  nation^  recreational  or  ecological  significance  and  that  tiie  waters 
have  exceptional  water  quality  while  meeting  the  following  conditions: 

1 )  there  are  no  significant  impacts  from  pollution  with  the  water  quality  is  rated  as 
excellent  based  on  physical,  chemical  and/or  biological  information. 

2)  The  characteristics  which  make  these  waters  unique  and  special  may  not  be 
protected  by  the  assigned  narrative  and  numerical  water  quality  standards. 

It  is  evident  from  the  results  of  this  investigation  that  nonpoint  source  runoff  is 
impacting  water  quality  within  the  South  Fork  New  River  basin.  Several  reports  (DEM 
1978,  Smith  1978,  and  Mickey  1984)  have  noted  that  nonpoint  source  runoff  has  caused 
reductions  in  water  quality  and/or  fisheries  viability.  Results  of  surveys  during  this 
investigation  noted  that  practically  every  tributaiy  catchment  within  the  South  Fork  New 


148 


River  is  affected  by  nonpoint  source  runoff.  This  investigation  was  conducted  in  March, 
approximately  six  months  after  Huiricane  Hugo  passed  over  this  area  on  September  22, 
1989  (increasing  stream  flows  an  order  of  magnitude).  At  this  point  it  is  difficult  to 
conclude  how  the  storm,  and  subsequent  repairs  to  riparian  areas,  affected  benthic 
macroinvertebrate  community  structure. 

In  order  to  be  classified  as  ORW,  a  water  body  must  exhibit  one  or  more  of  the 
following  values  or  uses: 

1)  There  are  outstanding  fish  (or  commercially  important  aquatic 
species)  habitat  and  fisheries.  Results  of  fisheries  investigations  in  the  New 
and  South  Fork  New  Rivers  have  indicated  that  these  rivers  support  an  outstanding 
smallmouth  bass  population  (Bonner  1983  and  Mickey  1980).  More  recent  field 
information  is  not  available.  However,  Richard  Hamilton  (June  5,  1990 
communication  attached),  with  the  Wildlife  Resources  Commission,  notes  that 
these  rivers  "probably  provide  the  best  smallmouth  bass  and  rock  bass  fisheries  in 
North  Carolina.  The  lower  South  Fork  New  River  and  New  River  also  supports 
limited  musl^  fishing." 

Fisheries  information  collected  from  West  Prong  Old  Field  Creek  (Call  Creek)  in 
October  1990  indicates  the  presence  of  an  outstanding  brook  trout  population. 

2)  There  is  an  unusually  high  level  of  water-based  recreation  or  the 
potential  for  such  recreation.  As  noted  in  the  petition  for  reclassification,  two 
local  canoe  outfitters  have  estimated  that  about  25,000  people  canoe  or  float  the 
South  Fork  and  ?Jew  River  annually.  In  addition,  the  New  River  State  Park 
provides  three  access  areas  for  canoeists  as  well  as  picnicking  facilities  that  can  be 
enjoyed.  Richard* Hamilton,  WRC,  notes  in  the  attached  document  that  angling 
pressure  is  considered’ moderate  to  heavy,  depending  on  time  of  year  and  section  of 
river  being  fish^.  Mr.  Hamilton  also  notes  the  these  rivers  "provide  very  popular 
areas  for  canoeing  and  numerous  outfitters  are  located  in  the  vicinity.  Swimming 
and  duck  hunting  also  are  popular  acitvities." 

3)  The  waters  have  already  received  some  special  designation  such  as  a 

North  Carolina  or  National  Wild  and  Scenic  River,  Native  or  Special 
Trout  Waters,  National  Wildlife  Refuge,,  etc.  which  do  not  provide 
water  quality  protection.  A  26.5  mile  reach  of  the  South  Fork  New  River 
from  the  confluence  with  Dog  Creek  to  the  New  River  is  currently  classified  as  a 
Natural  and  Scenic  River.  i- 

4)  The  waters  represent  an  important  component  of  a  state  or  national 
park  or  forest.  The  North  Carolina  Division  of  Parks  and  Recreation  maintains 
three  access  areas  along  the  South  Fork  New  ^ver  corridor  as  part  of  the  New 
River  State  Park. 

5)  The  waters  are  of  special  ecological  or  scientific  significance  such  as 
habitat  for  rare  or  endangered  species,  or  as  areas  for  research  and 
education.  High  taxa  richness  values  of  benthic  macroinvertebrates  have  been 
recorded  from  the  BMAN  location  at  Scottsville.  In  addition,  several  rare  and 
unusual  collections  have  been  recorded  from  this  location.  Included  among  these 
are  mayflies  {Ephemerella  nczisordita,  Baetisca  berneri),  stoneflies  {Isoperla 
frisoni,  Attaneuria  rwalis)  and  caddisflies  {Culoptila,  Hydropsyche  Carolina).  DEM 
biologists  have  recorded  over  300  total  taxa  from  ambient  locations  in  the  New 
River  basin  including  many  rare  and/or  intolerant  species  (Lenat  and  Penrose 
1987). 

Unusually  high  taxa  richness  values,  and  Excellent  bioclassifications,  have  also 
been  recorded  from  the  ambient  location  on  the  New  River  near  Amelia.  Several  of 
the  taxa  collected  from  this  location  are' usually  rare  throughout  their  known  range. 
Examples  include  the  caddisflies  Ceraclea  menteia  and  Helicopsyche  borealis. 
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RECOMMENDATION 


Based  on  the  analyses  presented  in  this  report  Excellent  water  quality  was  found  at  the 
South  Fork  New  River  near  Scottsville  and  Old  Field  Creek,  a  tributary  of  the  South  Fork 
New  River.  Prior  data  has  also  consistendy  shown  Excellent  water  qu^ty  at  the  South 
Fork  New  River  near  Jefferson  and  for  the  New  River  itself,  below  the  confluence  of  the 
North  and  South  Forks.  A  site  on  the  North  Fork  New  River  also  had  Excellent  water 
quality,  but  sampling  at  this  site  has  shown  changes  between  Good  and  Excellent  It 
should  not  be  recommended  for  ORW  classification  until  a  more  consistent  water  quality 
rating  is  achieved. 

Old  Field  Creek  was  found  to  have  an  outstanding  brook  trout  resource.  The  South 
Fork  of  the  New  River  is  designated  as  a  Natural  and  Scenic  River  from  the  confluence  of 
Dog  Creek  (which  is  located  within  the  documented  Excellent  reach  of  river )  to  the 
confluence  with  the  New  River.  The  New  River  meets  the  criteria  of  an  unusually  high 
level  of  water-based  recreation,  based  on  information  provided  by  local  canoeing  outfitters. 

It  is,  therefore,  recommended  that  the  South  Fork  New  River  from  the  confluence  of 
Dog  Creek  to  the  New  River,  and  the  New  River,  to  the  last  point  at  which  it  crosses  the 
North  Carolina-Virginia  state  line,  be  designated  Outstanding  Resource  Waters. 

It  is  also  recommended  that  the  West  Rong  of  Old  Field  Creek  (Call  Creek)  from  its 
source  to  Old  Field  Creek,  and  Old  Field  Creek  below  the  confluence  with  the  West  Prong 
to  the  South  Fork  New  River  and  be  designated  Outstanding  Resource  Waters. 

These  proposed  QuStandmg  Resource  Waters  are  illustrated  in  Figure  2.  Attached  are- 
the  management  strategies  for  this  proposed  recl^sification. 
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PROPOSED  ORW  MANAGEMENT  STRATEGY  FOR  A  PORTION  OF 

THE  SOUTH  FORK  NEW  RIVER  AND  THE  NEW  RIVER  (ASHE  COUNTY) 

Based  on  water  quality  sampling  conducted  in  the  North  Fork 
New,  South  Fork  New  and  New  River  watersheds,  it  has  been 
recommended  that  the  South  Fork  New  River  from  the  confluence  of 
Dog  Creek  to  the  New  River,  the  New  River  from  its  source 
(the  confluence  of  the  North  Fork  and  South  Fork  New  Rivers)  to 
the  North  Carolina  -  Virginia  state  line,  and  West  Prong  Old 
Field  Creek  (Call  Creek)  and  a  portion  of  Old  Field  Creek  be 
designated  as  Outstanding  Resource  Waters.  If  reclassified, 
these  waters  would  be  protected  by  the  management  strategies 
specified  for  freshwater  ORWs  in  15A  NCAC  2B  .0216(c)(1).  This 
rule  prohibits  the  introduction  of  any  wastewater  discharges  or 
the  expansion  of  existing  discharges  and  states  that  new 
developments  requiring  a  Sediment/Erpsion  Control  Plan  must 
comply  with  either  the  Low  Density  or  High  Density  development 
options  specified  in  the  rule.  The  Low  Density  Option  allows 
developments  that  limit  single  family  structures  to  one  acre  lots 
or  other  type  developments  to  12%  built-upon  area.  Higher  density 
developments  are  allowed  with  the  utilization  of  wet  detention 
ponds  to  control  the  runoff  generated  from  one  inch  of  rainfall 
from  all  built-upon  areas  (High  Density  Option). 

j 

Previously  designated  freshwater  ORWs  have  been  primarily  in 
headwater  areas  and  haVe  been  reclassified  and  managed  as  entire 
watersheds.  In  this  situation,  the  headwater  portion  of  the 
watershed  does  ..not  qualify  as  an  ORW,  but  downstream  segments  as 
described  above,  do  meet  the  requirements.  The  following 
additional  management  strategies  are  therefore  recommended  in 
conjunction  with  ORW  designation  to  insure  the  protection  of  the 
downstream  (ORW)  waters: 

1)  stormwater  controls  outlined  in  the  ORW  management 
strategy  (described  above)  wili'be  applied  to  all 
development  activities  which  -require  a  Sediment/Erosion 
Control  Plan  and  which  are  within  one  mile  and  draining 
to  the  designated  waters ; 

2)  all  new  and  expanded  wastewater  discharges  upstream  of 
the  designated  ORW  will  be  permitted  such  that  the 
following  water  quality  standards  are  maintained  in  the 
ORW: 

(a)  the  total  volume  of  treated  wastewater  for  all 
upstream  discharges  combined  will  not  exceed. 50 
percent  of  the  total  instream  flow  in  the  designated 
ORW  under  7Q10  conditions; 

(b)  a  safety  factor  will  be  applied  to  any  toxic  chemical 
allocation  such  that  the  effluent  limitation  for  a 
specific  chemical  constituent  will  meet  an  instream 
concentration  of  one-half  the  normal  standard  at 
design  conditions  in  the  ORW  segment; 
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(c)  a  safety  factor  will  be  applied  to  any  discharge  of 
complex  wastewater  (those  containing  or  potentially 
containing  toxicants)  such  that  the  whole  effluent 
toxicity  limitation  will  be  allocated  to  protect  for 
chronic  toxicity  at  an  effluent  concentration  equal 
to  twice  that  which  is  acceptable  under  design 
conditions  in  the  ORW  segment; 

3)  all  new  wastewater  discharges  upstream  of  the  designated 
ORW  will  have  NPDES  permit  limits  of  5  mg/1  and  2  mg/1 
for  BOD  and  ammonia,  respectively; 

4)  expansions  to  existing  discharges  upstream  of  the 
designated  ORW  will  be  allowed  if  there  is  no  increase  in 
permitted  pollutant  loading;  (additional  restrictions  on 
existing  discharges  may  be  applied  as  future  water 
quality  evaluations  indicate  that  it  is  necessary) ; 

5)  all  new  and  expanded  wastewater  discharges  will  employ 
failsafe  treatment  designs,  including  stand-by  power 
capability  for  entire  treatment  works,  dual  train  design 
for  all  treatment  components,  or  equivalent  failsafe 
treatment  designs;  and 

} 

6)  where  nutrient  overenrichment  is  projected  to  be  a 
concern,  appropriate  effluent  limitations  will  be  set  for 
phosphoru^aor  nitrogen,  or  both. 


The  specific  waters  that  are  proposed  for  the  ORW 
classification  include  the  South  Fork  New  River  from  Dog  Creek  to 
the  New  River,  the  New  River  from  its  source  to  the  North 
Carolina  -  Virginia  state  line.  West  Prong  Old  Field  Creek  (Call 
Creek)  from  its  source  to  Old  Field  Creek,  and  Old  Field  Creek 
from  West  Prong  Old  Field  Creek  to  the  .'South  Fork  New  River. 


New/South  Fork  Newrnew.mgt 
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APPENDIX  I.  BENTHIC  MACROINVERTEBRATE  TAXA  COLLECTED 
FROM  THE  SOUTH  FORK  OF  THE  NEW  RIVER.  MARCH  1990. 
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APPENDIX  I.  BENTHIC  MACROINVERTEBRATE  TAXA  COLLECTED 
FROM  THE  SOUTH  FORK  OF  THE  NEW  RIVER.  MARCH  1990. 
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APPENDIX  I.  BENTHIC  MACROINVERTEBRATE  TAXA  COLLECTED 
FROM  THE  SOUTH  FORK  OF  THE  NEW  RIVER.  MARCH  1990. 
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APPENDIX  I.  BENTHIC  MACROINVERTEBRATE  TAXA  COLLECTED 
FROM  THE  SOUTH  FORK  OF  THE  NEW  RIVER.  MARCH  1990. 
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APPENDIX  I.  BENTHIC  MACROINVERTEBRATE  TAXA  COLLECTED 
FROM  THE  SOUTH  FORK  OF  THE  NEW  RIVER.  MARCH  1990. 
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Figure  5.2-1.  Habitat  Asscsiment  Field  Data  Sheet  for  use  with  all  Rapid  Bioassessment  Protocols. 
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Nordi  Carolina  Wildlife'^sources  Commission 


512  N.  Salisbury  Street,  Raleigh,  North  Carolina  27611,  919-733-3391 
Charles  R.  Fullwood,  Executive  Director 

June  5, 1990 


Mr.  Dave  Penrose 
Biological  Monitoring  Group 
Division  of  Environmental  Management 
P.  O.  Box  27687 
Raleigh,  N.  C  27611 


Subject:  South  Fork  New  River/New  River  Recreational  Value 

I 

Dear  Mr.  Penrose: 

The  purpose  o^this  letter  is  to  provide  information  on  the  recreational  value 
of  the  South  Fork  New  River  and  New  River  in  Watauga,  Ashe  and  Alleghany 
counties  as  part  of  the  Outstanding  Resource  Waters  (ORW)  reclassification  study. 
Our  comments  address  value  3  of  ORW  criteria  which  states  "there  is  an  unusually 
high  level  of  water-based  recreation  or  the  potential  for  such  recreation." 

The  South  Fork  New  River  and  New  River  under  consideration  for  ORW 
designation  receive  high  recreational  use.  These  rivers  probably  provide  the  best 
smallmouth  bass  and  rock  bass  fisheries  in  North  Carolma.  The  lower  South  Fork 
New  River  and  New  River  also  supports  limited  rriusky  fishing.  These  rivers  are 
fished  year-round  by  North  Carolma  and  out-of;St'ate  angers  either  by  wading  or 
float  fishing.  Angling  pressure  is  considered  moderate  to  heavy,  depending  on  time 
of  year  and  section  of  river  being  fished.  These  rivers  also  provide  very  popular 
areas  for  canoeing  and  numerous  outfitters  are  located  in  the  vicinity.  Swimming 
and  duck  hunting  also  are  popular  activities. 

In  view  of  the  very  high  recreational  use  of  the  South  Fork  New  River  and 
New  River  in  the  study  section,  it  is  our  View  that  these  rivers  should  be  classified 
ORW  based  on  value  3  of  the  criteria. 


Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  this  ORW  reclassification.  If 
we  can  provide  additional  assistance,  please  advise. 


Sincerely, 


Richard  B.  Hamilton 
Assistant  Director 


RBH/lp 

cc:  Joe  Mickey,  District  7  Fisheries  Biologist 
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North  Carolina  Division  of  Environmental  Management 
Water  Quality  Section  /  Intensive  Survey  Group 
January  27,  1992 


MEMORANDUM 


Suzanne  Keen 


To: 


From: 


Subject:  Old  Field  Creek  Fish  Collections 


This  memo  is  in  response  to  your  request  for  fish 
community  data  collected  by  DEM  from  Old  Field  Creek,  Ashe 
County,  North  Carolina. 

A  six  hundred  foot  segment  of  stream  was  sampled  on  Old 
Field  Creek  adjacent  to  US-221  just  above  fleetwood  at 
SR-1272  and  Call  Creek  (West  Prong  of  Old  Field  Creek)  at 
NC-194  near  Baldwin  on  October  2-3,  1990.  These  sites  were 
easily  sampled  with  backpack  electrofishing  units  and  seines 
following  DEM's  small  streams  IBI  SOP.  Good  fish  collections 
were  performed  at  both  sites. 

Reproducing  populations  of  brook  and  brown  trout,  as 
evidenced  by  the  presence  of  adults  and  young  of  the  year  of 
both  species,  were  documented  in  both  streams.  The 
reproducing  brook  trout  population  provides  a  resource  value 
worthy  of  ORW  designation  because  the  brook  trout  is  North 
Carolina's  only  native  salmonid  and  is  in  a  very  precarious 
position . 


cc:  Jimmie  Overton 
Jay  Sauber 
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able  Number 'and  total  length  range(inm)  of  fish  sampled  (toted  length  in  parentheses). 


'amily, 

species 

Call  Creek 

Old  Field  Creek 

lalmonida^ 

Irown  trout  Salmo  trutta 

IJrook  trout  Salvelinus  fontinalis 

4  (91-313) 

52  (54-222) 

12  ( 85-197) 

13  (79-222) 

Cvprinidae 

.ItoneroUer  Campostoma  anomalum 
'^osyside  dace  Clinostomus  funduloides 

31acknose  dace  Rhinichthys  atratulus 

Zreek  chub  SemoHlus  atromaculatus 

21  (31-86) 

5  (51-107) 

37  (43-99) 

105  (33-87) 

8  (107-186) 

!!atostomidae 

^hite  sucker  Caiostomns  commersoni 
!^orthem  hogsucker  Hypentelium  nigricans 

i 

9  (68-205) 

3  (138-270) 

r!entrarchidae 

Redbreast  sunfish  Lepomis  auritus 

Green  sunfish  Lepomis  cyanellus 

16  (27-162) 

1(93) 

Percidae 

Fantail  darter  Etheostoma  flabellare 

8  (58-76) 

40  (30-69) 

Cottidae 

Mottled  sculpin  Coitus  bairdi 

12  (57-87) 

76  (27-82) 
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Figure  1.  Fish  sampling  locations  for  Did  Field  Creek  and  Call  Creek. 


Southwestern  Ashe  County 
New  River  Basin 

X  =  Sampling  Sites 


South  Fork  New  River 


/  HW  221 
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DIVISION  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  MANAGEMENT 


February  21,  1992 


MEMORANDUM 


TO: 


Greg  Thorpe 


THRU:  Trevor  ClementaC 

Ruth  Swanek 


FROM: 


Jacquelyn  M.  Nowell/ 


SUBJECT:  Ciamulative  Instream  Waste  Concentration  in  the  New  River  Basin 

Per  your  request,  the  Technical  Support  Branch  has  determined  whether 
50%  of  the  Instream  Waste  Concentration  (IWC)  has  been  reached  or  exceeded 
upstream  of  the  proposed  ORW  classification  in  the  South  Fork  New  River 
Basin.  Our  information  indicates  that  the  cumulative  IWC  above  the  ORW 
segment  (beginning  at  the  Dog  Creek  tributary)  is  6.4%. 

This  IWC  is  based  on  twenty  three  (23)  dischargers  upstream  including 
the  Town  of  Boone  WWTP  at  the  permitted  wasteflow  of  3.2  MGD.  The  total 
amount  of  permitted  wasteflow  upstream  of  the  segment  is  5.188  MGD  and  the 
estimated  7Q10  of  the  South  Fork  New  River  at  the  ORW  segment  is  117  cfs. 
(It  should  be  noted  that  Boone  is  considering  future  expansion  and  if  the 
maximum  speculative  wasteflow  of  5.5  MGD  is  used  in  this  instance,  then  the 
ciamulative  IWC  above  the  ORW  segment  would  be  9.0%.) 

Further  downstream  where  the  confluence  of  the  North  Fork  and  South 
Fork  New  Rivers  form  the  New  River,  the  IWC  decreases  to  3.3%.  This  occurs 
because  the  volume  of  wastewater  added  by  11  dischargers  in  the  North  Fork 
New  River  Basin  does  not  increase  proportionally  to  the  streamflow  in  the 
New  River.  The  additional  wasteflow  from  the  North  Fork  is  1.5  MGD  for  a 
total  of  6.69  MGD  from  the  two  rivers.  The  estimated  7Q10  is  299  cfs  at 
the  headwaters  of  the  New  River,  nearly  double  the  117  cfs  at  the  start  of 
the  ORW  segment.  Therefore,  with  the  relatively  small  increase  in  waste- 
flow  compared  to  the  large  increase  in  streamflow,  the  IWC  decreases. 

If  you  have  any  additional  questions  concerning  this  information, 
please  feel  free  to  contact  me. 

cc:  Forrest  Westall 
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